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LONDON, JUNE 8, 1872. 
——~>——- 

FoR SEVERAL YEARS PAST there has been an unfor- 
tunate conflict between the decisions of different 
branches of the Court of Chancery as to the way in 
which, when a fund has been transferred into court 
under the Trustee Relief Act, the costs of a petition 
by the tenant for life for payment to him of the 
dividends of the fund are to be borne. The Master 
of the Rolls, in Re Smith’s Trusts, L. BR. 9 Eq. 374, 18 
W. B 513, Vice-Chancellor James, in Re Whitton’s 
Trusts, L. R. 8 a: 352, 18 W. R. Ch. Dig. 101, and 
Vice-Chancellor Wickens, in Re Mason’s Trusts, L. R. 
12 Kq. 111, 19 W. R. 1025, held that the costs of the 
trustees, as well as the costs of the petitioner, must be 
a by the tenant for life ; while Vice-Chancellor Ma- 

ns, in Re Gordon's Trusts, L. R. 6 Eq. 335, 16 W. R. 
Ch. Dig. 26, and in Re Wood's Trusts, L. R. 11 Eq. 155, 
19 W. BR. 227, held that the costs of the trustees o 
to be paid out of corpus, and there is a decision of Vice- 
Chancellor Giffard to the same effect in ReKnight’s Trusts, 
37 L. J. Ch. 409, 16 W. R. Oh. Dig. 26. The practice 
was thought to have been settled by Re Marner’s Trusts, 
L, B. 3 Eq. 432, 15 W. R. 99, in which Vice-Chancel- 
lor Kindersley in 1866 decided that the costs of such a 

tition were to be paid by the tenant for life. His 
onour stated that a meeting had been held of the 
judges at which it had been resolved that this should 

e the rule in future, and that Lord Cranworth, the 
then Lord Chancellor, had changed the opinion he had 
formerly expressed in Re Zurniey, L. R. 1 Ch. 152, 14 
W. B. 322, upon the ground apparently that if the costs 
were to be paid out of the corpus, it would be necessary 
in all such cases to serve the persons entitled in 
remainder, and thus the expense would be increased. 
Vice-Chancellor Malins, however, in Re Gordon's 
Trusts said that Re Marner’s Trusts only related to the 
costs of the petitioner, and not to those of the trustees. 
In a recent case, Re W. Evans’ Trusts, 20 W. R. 571, 
Vice-Chancellor Malins went further than he had gone 
in any other reported case, and directed that the costs 
of a tenant for life petitioning for payment of the 
dividends, as well as those of the trustees, should be 

id out of the ome of the fund. Upon appeal the 

ords Justices on Monday last reversed this deciaion, and 
ordered all the costs to be paid by the tenant for life, It 
is to be hoped that the pee may now be considered 
finally settled. Their Lordships intimated an opinion 
that when the title of the tenant for life is clear, the 
trustees ought not to appear u the hearing of a 
a, which seeks only to affect the income of the 

» The appoal decision is reported in to-day’s issue 
of the Weekly Reporter, 


Sin Joun Lupuock has brought in a bill, which is 

to secure a great boon to the general public 
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crossed, be as secure for the purposes of transmission as 
crossed cheques, the security, of course, a 
the facility for tracing from whose hands they have 
come. e bill provides that a crossed note shall not 
be a legal tender, except by the bank mentioned in the 
crossing to the Bank of England. The bill 
first to enact that the Bank of England not be 
compellable to pay a crossed cheque, except to the bank 
mentioned in the crossing, and then by a a 
clause provides that the Bank of England be 
liable to pay a crossed note to the holder, if presented, 
accompanied with a declaration of identity and lawful 
title in form prescribed in the schedule to the bill. To 
make, use, or attest an untrue declaration for the pur- 
poses of the proposed Act is to be punishable with two 
years’ imprisonment or five years’ penal servitude, and 
the same penalties are attached to obliterating, erasing, 
or altering the crossing on a note and to offering or 
uttering a note whereon the crossing has been obliterated, 
erased, or altered. 

We may remark that the bill, if it becomes law, will 
have the incidental effect of causing many bank notes 
te return to the Bank of England quicker than they 
otherwise migut, because if a man pays acrossed note 
into his account at a bank, that bank cannot well pay 
out that note again, but must present it at the Bank of 

land. Probably, too, the bill, by increasing the 
utility of bank notes, will increase the demand for them 
as a circulating medium. The manner in which the 
measure is to take effect is curious. It will practically 
facilitate the tender of bank notes by technically making 
them not a legal tender. 





AFTER THE DEBATE which took place in the House 
of Lords on Tuesday night, upon Lord Russell’s long 
pending motion about the rg war pie Treaty 
negotiations, it was apparent that for the second time 
in the course of the “Alabama” negotiations the 
British Government were in of committi 
themselves to an ‘“‘understanding,” though uni 
experience culminating in the Washi Convention 
itself has found understandings the prolific ts of 
misunderstandings. Inthe course of Tuesday’s debate the 
whole subject was reopened and discussed ad ere wague 
ad mala, Lord Granville, speaking for the Ministry, 
defended the selection of the British Commissioners, 
and repeated the asseveration made by Mr. Gladstone 
some months that the ‘‘indirect claims” are 
clearly not included in the Treaty. With regard to the 
constitution of the commission we have 0 before 
now, and we see no reason for changing our opinion, 
that the efficiency of ——— entrusted > hy 
a task would have greatly augmen 
addition of a few practising lawyers habituated by 
their daily professional experience to the conduct of 
hostile negotiations, and the carriage of com- 
promises. But so much has been sid on 
this point, in Parliament as well as elsewhere, 
that it seems necessary to guard against the supposition 
that international negotiations are to be conducted in 
anything akin to a spirit of sharp practice. After all 
that has been said, the British Commissioners seem to 
have been more sinned against than sinning. The ut- 
most that can be said against them is that ther com- 
mitted themselves to some rashness, and allewed them- 
selves to be contented with some vagueness, through 
their not realising that sharp practice was, so to 
speak, “on the cards” As to the verbal in- 
terpretation of the Treaty, Mr. Gladstone has laid 
it down that it cannot be construed so as to 
include the “indirect claims,” and Lord Gra- 
ville had to indoree the though to Rrost par 
sone it seems as cloar that, so far as mere went 
the Treaty included the * indirect claima,” as the 
understanding, or ceasearws, excluded them Lond 
Granville cited Mr. William Beach Lawrenoa the editer 
of “ Wheaton,” as having published an ary that 
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the words of the Treaty did not include the “ indirect 
claims ;’ but in this citation Lord Granville seems to 
have made a mistake. Mr. W. B. Lawrence has not 
expressed any such opinion to our knowledge, as to the 
wording of the Treaty, though he has written very 
strongly his opinion that the indirect claims were im- 

a es and having been presented ought to 
¥ frankly withdrawn. But, however this might be, 
there remained the difference between the two countries. 
The United States had presented their“ indirect claims,” 
and said that the consensus included them, while the 
British Government maintained that it did not. The 
Supplemental Article lately tendered by the British 
Government to the United States, after stating that 
Great Britain ebjected to the indirect claims, firstly, as 
not in fact included in the Washington Treaty, and 
secondly, as inadmissible in principle as growing out of 
the acts of particular vessels, went on to recite that 

“The Government of Her Britannic Majesty has also 
declared that the principle involved in the second of the 
contentions hereinbefore set forth will guide their conduct 
in future,” “and the President of the United States, while 
adhering to his contention that the said claims were in- 
cluded in the Treaty, adopts for the future the principle 
contained in the second of the said contentions so far as to 
declare that it wiil hereafter guide the conduct of the 
Government of the United States, and the two countries 
are therefore agreed in that respect.” ‘In consideration 
whereof, the President of the United States, by and with 
the advice of the Senate thereof, consents that he will 
make no claim on the part of the United States in respect 
of indirect losses as aforesaid before the Tribunal of Arbi- 
tration at Geneva.” 
That is, the indirect claims were not withdrawn, but 
the United States would not press them, thus leaving 
open a vague and uncomfortable possibility of their 
creeping into a “lumpsum” award as matter of 

gravation. The adverse majority with which the 
a of Lords met the Lord Chancellor’s proposal to 
adjourn Tuesday’s debate, indicated the disapprobation 
with which the House regarded so unsatisfactory an 
attempt at settlement. uesday’s debate, however, 
seems to have borne its fruit. On Thursday, Lord 
Granville was able to produce a letter from the Ameri- 
can Minister in which General Schenck stated that he 
had Mr. Fish’s authority for saying— 

“That the Government of the United States regards the 
new rule contained in the proposed Article as the con- 
sideration for and to be accepted as a final settlement of 
the three classes of the indirect claims pat forth in the 
case of the United States to which the Government of 
Great Britain have objected.” 

If this be embodied in an article and assented to by the 
United States Senate, there ag to be no further 
Some. A power so t as the United States, need 
not have Rede ies ites of the prospective rule 
inst indirect claims; the United States could have 

to adopt what Mz. W. B. Lawrence styled 

the magnanimous policy of frankly admitting 
an error; y politics, however, have their exi- 
gencies, we may rest content with the fact that 
the indirect claims are now to be withdrawn as 
“finally settled.” We do not see much in the argu- 
ment that the claims are admitted by settling them by 
a consideration. Ought they not, however, to be 
expunged formally from the statements in the 
American A poeeibal poner the arbitrators, in order 
to prevent ibility of misconception as to their 
beleg teen nation of by tho axbit tors 7 





Peritions 10 Paxiiament have been ‘got up Ho 
o Trade Protection Societies nog or gt 
tetally abolishing imprisonment for ‘ lor 
Ss lainte for goods sold and delivered under 
value of £2, The societies have also had printed a 
series of extracts from the answers returned by fifty-nine 
county curt judges in 1862, to queries addressed to them 





by the then Lord Chancellor, as to the desirability of 
making any modification in the | pied of commitment 
under 8 & 9 Vict. c. 95, in which strong opinions are 
expressed by the learned judges in favour of the reten- 
tion of county court imprisonment for debt. 





THE ReGistRATION oF Borovan Vorers Bit. 
(which we noticed very fully on March 16th, ante p. 363) 
has now been rejected by the House of Commons. We 
cannot regret the result. Notwithstanding the im- 

rovements made in the bill in committee last session, 
it still contained very much that required amendment, 
and previous experience prevented our entertaining any 
sanguine hope that the requisite attention to the details 
of the measure would be given by the few persons 
really competent to revise them. The rejection of the 
bill was, however, mainly due to the fact that it would 
have thrown a considerable burden on local rates, 
Against increasing these burdens the House of Commons 
appears this session to have steadily set its face. 





ALL THE COMMISSIONERS who reported on the subject 
of Land Transfer in 1869, appeared to agree in recom- 
mending the abolition of the Middlesex Registry, though 
they differed on many other points. Mr. Gregory last 
year brought in a bill for the purpose, which he with- 
drew on the understanding that the matter would this 
session be dealt with by the Government, but the 
Government not being prepared to take the matter in 
hand this session, Mr. Gregory introduced his own bill 

ain. The second reading was moved this week, but, 
in the result, the measure was again withdrawn. 





CASES UNDER SECTION 115 OF THE COMPANIES 
ACT, 1862, 

This section enables the Court after the winding-up 
order to summon before it any officer of the company, 
or person known or suspected to have in his possession 
any of the estate or effects of the company, or supposed 
to be indebted to the company, or any person whom 
the Court may deem capable of giving information con- 
cerning the trade, dealings, estate, or effects of the com- 
pany ; and the Court may require any such officer or 
person to produce any documents in his custody or 
power relating to the company. The effect of sucha 
summons is similar to that of a subpcena duces tecum in 
the case of an ordinary witness (Re Smith, Knight $ Co., 
17 W. R. 510), and the utility of the section may be 
inferred from the vigorous resistance which in so man 
cases has been made by persons when summone 
under it. The object of the section, according to Vice- 
Chancellor Malins in He parte Paine and Layton (17 
W. RB. 275), is to enable the Court to obtain the fullest 
and readiest information, to enable it to settle the list 
of contributories. to distribute the assets, and divide the 
surplus, if any, among the shareholders. The section 
differs from the corresponding section in the Act of 
1848 only in the circumstance that production of docu- 
ments under the Act of 1862 is to be without prejudice 
to any lien claimed on them. Accordingly, in Hw parte 
Paine and Layton (sup.) a solicitor who claimed a lien 
on documents belonging to a company in process of 
being wound up was required to produce them for in- 
spection, though he could not be required to deliver 
them up to the liquidator, which the solicitor in 
Potter's case (1 De d. & Sm. 728), under the Act of 
1848, was required to do. 

With regard to who may be examined under this 
section, the Court has given the widest construction to 
the part of the section empowering it, and hence also 
the official liquidator, to suummon any person whom the 
Court or the liquidator may deem capable of giving in- 
formation coucerning the trade, dealings, estate, or 
effects of the compan 


y. The Act, like the Bankruptcy 
Acts, contemplates the necessity of the widest means 
for obtaining discovery for the purpose of 


being allow 
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justice being done under the winding-up, and a liqui- 
dator is not bound before summoning a person whom 
he deems capable of giving such information to sa 
what is the particular issue he intends to raise, althoug 
he may not summon such person for the purpose of a 
mere roving inquiry (Hz parte Clement, 16 W. RB. 559). 
Where the Court below has deemed a person capable of 
giving any information, within the meaning of the 
section, the Court of Appeal is reluctant to interfere on 
behalf of that person (ib. 769). When summoned, 
such person must answer questions which refer to mere 
hearsay, if required to do so, since mere hearsay may 
be enough to put the liquidator on the right track to 
the required information (Re Ottoman Company, 15 
W. BR. 1067). And it is important to remember that a 
person who is deemed capable of giving information 
concerning the estate and effects of any contributory of 
the company is a person within the scope of the section 
(Blocam's case, 36 L. J. Ch. 687), where a banker's 
clerk was required to attend and be examined con- 
cerning the banking account of his brother, who was a 
contributory of the company in liquidation. In 
Clement’s case (sup.) a broker who had lodged for regis- 
tration a transfer of shares in the company to an infant 
of no means was ordered to attend and be examined, 
and the decision was affirmed on appeal (16 W. R. 769). 
So in Baker’s case (19 W. R. 55) the Master of the 
Rolls treated it asa matter of course that a broker should 
be summoned under the section to be examined as to 
the real facts connected with a transfer of shares with 
reference to which he acted as broker. In Forbes’ case 
(20 W. R. 585) the Master of the Rolls held that the 
er of a bank was bound to attend and be ex- 
amined, and to porta books and documents respecting 
the account of a customer who was a contributory, 
though the manager’s only knowledge of the affairs of 
the contributory had been acquired during the con- 
tinuance of the confidential relation of banker and cus- 
tomer. In Swan's case (18 W. R. 1017) the sister and 
seabed of acontributory were held bound to answer, 
although there were no facts proved, except the relation- 
ship, to connect them with the contributory or the 
company—a decision which seems to point to this con- 
clusion, that the liquidator may summon any person 
whatever whom he deems capable of giving information, 
though the questions to be put must be questions in 
reference to the trade, effects, or dealings of the com- 
pany, including therein the effects of the con- 
tributory as a partner in the company, according 
to Blowam's case (sup.). And in Fricker's case 
(L. R. 13 Eq. 178), the mother-in-law of a contribu- 
tory having declined to give the liquidators any infor- 
mation as to his address, Vice-Chancellor Wickens, 
following Swan’s case (suy.), ordered a summons to be 
issued for her examination. 

In a somewhat peculiar case, Me Contract Corporation 
{19 W. R. 337), the liquidator of a company, which was 
a judgment creditor of the Tottenham and Hampstead 
Railway Company, the greater portion of the shares 
wherein were held by two other railway companies, ap- 
plied for leave to examine the holders of the remaining 
shares, with the object of showing that they were mere 
nominees of the two railway companies, and thus ob- 
taining evidence in support of a bill before Parliament 
to compel the two companies to take over the under- 
taking of the Tottenham and H. angen Company, and 

y its debts. The Master of the Rolls was adverse 

the application. The Lords Justices thought that 
the summons might issue, without pestation to any 
cecticns which the witnesses might be advised to 

e. The case is a very special one, but may serve to 
show the anxiety of the Court to give the fullest pos- 
sible effect to the section. 

In Re London Gas Meter Company (20 W. R. 394), a 
witness under the section, who had executed a composi- 
tion deed, was asked “Did you not promise some of 
your creditors something beyond the composition as an 





inducement to execute the deed?” It was held on 
appeal, affirming the decision of the Court below, 
that the witness was not entitled to demur to the 
question on the ground that a are was irrelevant, 


inasmuch as the Court of Bankruptcy has exclusive 
jurisdiction in matters relating to composition-deeds. 
The chief value of this case is for the observations of 


the Lord Justice James to the effect that a person sum- 
moned under the section is a mere witness, and not a 
party to the proceedings (a fact which persons sum- 
moned under such circumstances are apt to forget), and 
as a mere witness he cannot object to answer rele- 
vant questions, unless the answer would involve a 
breach of professional confidence, or unless he would by 
answering criminate himself. Such questions as he is 
asked should be relevant questions—i.c., questions 
concerning the trade, dealings, estate, or effects of the 
company, and other questions he is not bound to answer. 
A mere creditor of the company, who is not shown to be 
capable of giving snch information, is not a person to 
be summoned and examined under the section ; and if 
he be summoned under it, his proper course is to apply 
in chambers to get rid of the summons (Re Accidental and 
Marine Insurance Corporation, 16 W. R.116,L. R 5 Eq. 
22), where the creditor in question had had no relations 
and no transactions with the company, except in reference 
to a policy of insurance effected by him with the com- 
pany. In one case a person claiming to be acreditorof the 
company had commenced an action against the company 
which by leave of the Court he was continuing after the 
winding-up ; and it was held that he was not to be 
relieved from liability to be examined under the section 
by reason of the pendency of the action. The section, 
in fact, afforded a means of obtaining discovery in aid 
of the defence to the action (Zz parte Bateman, 15 
W. R. 118.) : 

Where a person is examined at the instance of the 
official liquidator, his counsel and solicitor are entitled 
to be present at the examination, to examine the de- 

onent when the examination on behalf of the liqui- 
aur is concluded, and to take notes of the proceedings 
(Re Breech-loading Armoury Company, 15 W. R. 1007, 
L. R. 4 Eq. 453; Re Merchants Company, id. 1057), a 
very proper protection, since proceedings against the de- 
ment may be founded on the evidence extracted from 
im at the instance of the official liquidator. 

The proper mode of summoning the witness before 
the examiner, or before the special examiner, if one has 
been appointed, is by summons in chambers, and not 
by subpeena, which is the mode bed by the 9th 
rule of the evidence orders of February, 1861, with 
regard to ordinary witnesses (Re English Join* Stock 
Bank, 15 W.R. 102, L. R. 3 Eq. 203). Where, how- 
ever, a witness had attended in obedience to a subpeena, 
it was held that he was not entitled to refuse to allow 
himself to be sworn, on the ground that forty-eight 
hours’ notice under the 22nd rule of the above orders 
had not been given, and he was ordered to attend at his 
own expense and be examined (Re Nerth Wheal Ee- 
mouth Mining Company, 11 W.R.58). : 

A person properly summoned to give information 
respecting the affairs of a company which is being 
wound up is not entitled to any voice in the appoint- 
ment of a special examiner(Re Contract Corperatior, 
L. R. 13 By. 27), although a witness personally 
interested, as a witness who has filed an aflidavit in 
opposition to a summons to place him on the list of 
contributories, cannot be required to attend and be cross- 
examined on hie attidavit before a special examiner, to 
whose appointment he has not consented (Ax parte 
Hakin, iP W. R, 658). 

The reader will by this time have come to the con- 
clusion that it is not easy for a person summoned under 
the section to escape giving such information concerning 
the trade, dealings, estate, or effects of the company, or 
of any contributory of the company, as he may be able 
to give, 
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MALINS’ ACT AND THE MARRIED WOMEN’S 
PROPERTY ACT, 1870. 


We propose to consider the combined effect of 
Malins’ Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 57), ss. 1 and 2, 
and the Married Women's Property Act, 1870 (33 & 34 
Vict. c. 93), s. 7,80 far as those Acts respectively relate 
to the reversionary interests of women married after 
the 9th August, 1870, which is the date of the com- 
mencement (for this purpose) of the latter Act. We 
have already, in the third of our series of Notes upon 
the Act of 1870 (see 15 8. J. 3801), considered one 
of the many questions which must eventually arise (if 
they have not already some of them arisen) upon this 
portion of the Act; and now, in further continuation 
of the general subject, we shall consider the following 
case, namely,—A sum of £5,000 was settled subse- 
quently to the 31st December, 1857, upon Mrs. A. for 
life, with remainder to her daughter Mrs. B., absolutely; 
Mrs. B. dies in 1874 a widow and intestate, living her 
mother and leaving a daughter, Mrs. C., the wife of 
Mr. C., her surviving; Mrs. C., the daughter of B., 
and granddaughter of A., thereupon became entitled, as 
one of the next of kin of Mrs. B., tosome portion of 
this reyersionary sum of £5,000, say to £1,000: the 
question thefore arises—can C., who was married 
after the 9th August, 1870, deal with this sum of £1,000, 





and if so, in what manner? 


Now here the preliminary question arises—Does Mrs. ! 
Cs interest in this sum of £1,000 come to her under an | 
instrument, or does it come to her as one of the next | 
of kin of an intestate, or, lastly, does it come to her 
partly under an instrument and partly under an in- | 
testacy? And then the principal question arises— | 
being the question we have proposed for consideration | 
—Can Mrs. C. deal with this reversion, and if so, how. | 
according as the preliminary question shall be answered 
in one or other of the three ways that we have indi- 

? This surely is a xodus vindice dignus, although 
to arrive at it we have had to slightly anticipate the 
course of time itself. 

Considerjng, therefore, the three possible answers to 
our preliminary question in their order: 

1. If Mrs. C. should be considered as taking the 
£1,000 under the instrument exclusively, it is clear 
that in such a case she could deal with her reversion, 
and that, moreover, she could deal with it under 
Malins’ Act and only under that Act, the sum 
exceeding £260. She would require therefore to 
pass it by a deed acknowledged and otherwise 
perfected in the manner prescribed for reversion- 
ary interests in real estate by the 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 74 
(or, if an Irish subject, by the corresponding Irish 
Act), her husband concurring with her in the deed in 
the manner required by the Act. 

And 2. If Mrs. C. should be considered as taking the 
£1,000 under the intestacy exclusively, it is equally 
clear (we think) that in this latter case she to deal 
with her reversion. and that, moreover, she could deal 
with it under the Married Women’s Property Act, 1870, 
the limit of #200 not applying to sums taken under an 
intestacy. She would therefore (we think) be able to 
pase it by 2 simple deed unacknowledged, and without 
any concurrence therein on the part of her husband; | 
and she would even (we think) be able to validly de- | 
clare herself, or to constitute any third person a | 
trustee of it, for any person whateoever (not even ex- | 
cepting her husband) by a simple writing under her | 
hand alone, or by mere word of mouth. 

Bat 3. If Mrs. C. should be considered as taking tho | 
£1,000 partly under the instrument and partly under 
the intestacy, could she in this third case deal with it, 
and if so,in what manner? And would it be 
pro mjori eautela for her to have recourse to the for- 
raalities required by Malins’ Act? This is a question 
which we by uo means feol competent to answer. 


Probably, however, as both Acts are enabling Acts, wa 
may assume that Mrs. C., the married woman, would 
be competent to deal with the £1,000 in some manner 
or other, and previously to attempting to answer the 
further question—in what manner she must deal with 
it so as effectually to assign it, or to delare a trust of 
it, it may be well to answer the preliminary question 
—By what title (whether single or cumulative) she hag 
taken it. 

Now Mrs. B. having been entitled 2}solutely under the 
instrument, the distinction taken by Lord Langdale, in 
Grafftey v. Humpage (1 Beav. 52), between gifts to a 
person, his executors, administrators, and assigns, and 
gifts to him, his executors and administrators, appears 
to be in point and of service in the present imaginary 
case. And if so, that case would support the opinion 
(an opinion which, for other reasons, also we should 
entertain) that Mrs. C., as one of the next of kin of 
Mrs. B., had nothing whatever to do with the instru- 
ment, and took under the intestacy entirely. We 
should incline to this opinion more particularly from 
considering the distinction which exists between real 
estate and personal estate in the mode in which a title 
is made out to either, the absolute interest arising 
much more readily in the case of the latter than it 
does in that of the former; and, of course, so soon as 
an absolute interest has arisen in anyone, the circum- 
stances which have combined to make up this title 
(that is to say, the abstract of title) have nothing to do 
with the deed or the event which operates to convey or 
to vest that title in another, and this other would there- 


' fore consider his title as made up exclusively of the 


latter fact alone. This being so, his next of kin in 
the case of personalty, and his heirs in the case of realty, 
would claim title exclusively under the deed (whether 
marriage settlement or other), or under the event 
(whether intestacy or other) which proximately vested 
itin him. In the case supposed, therefore, the ques- 
tion of the combination of Malins’ Act and of the 
Married Women’s Property Act does not in fact arise, 


and wetherefore are saved the necessity of resolving the 
: difficulty which would arise from the combination of 
| the two Acts. 


Nevertheless, that combination is not impossible, For 
example, if in the case supposed the reversion to which 
Mrs. C. became entitled in the manner supposed had 
been under £200 in value, and had come to her, not as 
one of the next of kin, but az a residuary legatee of Mrs, 
B., her mother, then clearly it would have been on the 
one hand a reversionary interest in personal estate, to 
which Mrs. C. was become entitled under some instrument 
— being her marriage settlement), so as to come within 

alins’ Act, and again, on the other hand, it would also 
have been a sum of money not exceeding £200, to which 
Mrs. C. was become entitled under a (deed or] will, so 
as to come within the Married Women’s Property Act, 
1870. Suppose, therefore, that the reversionary sum is 
in fact under £200; what then? Must Mrs. C.,, in 
dealing with it (for, of course, she can do so), deal with 
it by simple deed unacknowledged, and as a /eme sole in 


| all respects, or must she use the formalities required by 


Malins’ Act? We think that these latter formalities 
may in this case be safely dispensed with, and that Mrs. 
C., the married woman, may validly dispose of it 
(whether by way of legal or of equitable assignment) by 
any of those unacknowledged modes in which she can 
deal with her separate estate. For supposing even (al- 
though we find no reason to suppose) that the Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1870, had not contemplated re- 
versionary personal interests of this sort, yet the married 
woman's disposition of reversiunary sums under £200 
would, conjointly with the 7th section of the latter Act, 
operate to displace, by eonielgeiint, the husband’s right 
to the proven upon its falling into possession, and a 
Sortiori it would operate to displace any claim which the 
married woman herself might think of asserting in dero- 
gation of her own prior act. 
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RECENT DECISIONS. 
EQUITY. 


CoNSUMABLE ARTICLES—LiFE INTERESTS IN FARMING 
STocK. 


Cockayne v. Harrison, M.R., 20 W. RB. 504. 


In general a gift of consumable articles to a person 
for his life vests in him the absolute ownership ; so that 
if there be a limitation over at his death the object of 
such limitation will not get the articles, although he to 
whom they were given for life die in the testator’s life- 
time (Andrews v. Andrews, 1 Coll. 690). Sir William 
Grant, M.R., conceived that a distinction existed be- 
tween specific and residuary gifts of consumabie articles, 
opining that a specific gift of such articles was a gift of 
the property, but that, if included in a residuary bequest 
to one for life, with a limitation over, they ought to be 
sold and the interest only enjoyed by the tenant for life 
(Randall v. Russell, 3 M. R. 190). However this may 
be, the general principle is well settled. With regard to 
gifts for life of farming stock the authorities differ. In 
Andrew v. Andrew (sup.) and Bryant v. Easterson (7 W. 
R. 298) it was held that farming stock bequeathed to a 
person for life vested in him absolutely ; while in Groves 
v. Wright (2 K. & J. 182, 4 W. R. Ch. Dig. 134) a simi- 
lar gift for life was held not to confer on the legatee for 
life the absolute interest, it being the opinion of the Vice- 
Chancellor that the testator must have intended that the 
legatee for life should have the use of the stock for life 
so asto keep up the farm. In Phillips v. Beal (32 Beav. 
25) a wine merchant died bequeathing to his widow all 
he died possessed of for her life, with a gift over ; and 
the Master of the Rolls drew a distinction between the 
wine which the testator had for his private nse and the 
wine which he had for purposes of trade ; holding that 
the former vested in the widow absolutely, and that the 
latter must ‘be sold and the proceeds invested for the 
benefit of the widow and the legatee in remainder. In 
Cockayne v. Harrison the Master of the Rolls followed 
Phillips v. Beal, holding that the gift for life of the 
testator’s farming stock conferred only a life interest in 
so much of the stock as was of a consumable nature. 
The principle appears to be that a gift for life of consum- 
able articles, if of the nature of stock-in-trade, confers 
only a life interest ; if otherwise, an absolute interest, 
according to the general rule as to ss gue ipso usu con- 
sumuntur, 


BANKRUPTCY. 
DISCLAIMER OF ONEROUS PROPERTY. 
Ez parte Liynvi Coal and Iron Company, Re Hide, 
L.JJ., 20 W. R. 105. 

The effect of section 23 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
receives much light from this case. That section, differ- 
ing herein from the corresponding sections of earlier 
Acts, seems to say, by implication at least, that onerous 
leases and other onerous property of a bankrupt shall, 
by virtue merely of the bankruptcy, and until actual 
disclaimer, vest in the trustee. It goes on to provide 
that the trustee may disclaim, subject to certain restrio- 
tions, which we need not here consider, which restric- 
tions are added to by the rules issued under the Act. 

In the present case the latter words of this section re- 
ceived an interpretation from the Lords Justices, The 
trustee under the bankraptoy of a tenant disclaims 
the lease, and the landlords sought to prove under the 
bankruptoy, as persons injured by the operation of the 
section, And the question was as to the measure of 
their proof. James, L.J., thus explains the principle 
upon which the solution of the question should be 
arrived at,” The broad purview of this Aot is that the 
bankrupt is to be a free man, not only free from debte, 
but from ocontracte, liabilities, engagements, contin- 
Genoles of every kind ; and that on the other hand, all 
the persons from whose claims and in reapect of whose 





liabilities he is so freed shall come in with t ' 
creditors, and share in the distribution of ae 
which the law provides for the benefit of the creditors.” 
And he lays down the rule as to the measure of proof 
thus :—“I think that a landlord who finds a ‘lease of 
premises which he had let at a beneficial rent returned 
to him, thrown on his hands, when he cannot let the 
Property for anything like what he had done before. is 
entitled to prove exactly in the same way as a servant 
could prove who had entered into an engagement to be 
employed for two years at £500 a-year, and who was 
then suddenly deprived of his employment. He would 
be entitled to prove for £500 a-year, minus what he 
could reasonably get for his services by taking them into 
the market. A landlord is in the same position. . 
I think the principle is clear that the landlord is 
entitled to prove for the difference between the rent 
which he would have received, and the rent the pro- 
perty is fairly worth now, under existing circumstances, 
for the remainder of the ten years.” And such was tho 
decision of the Court, 








REVIEWS. 


The History and Law of Church Seats or Pews. By ALFRED 
HEatEs, F.S.A, Proctor in Doctors’ Commons. Londen : 
Butterworths. ‘ 

The reader will probably be surprised to hear of the 
appearance of two volumes on pews. Yet here they are, 
the first volume dealing with the antiquarian history of 
pews, and the second with the law, case, statute and canor, 
on the subject. Some twenty or more years ago, when the 
pew controversy was raging, this book would probably 
have had a very large sale; as it is, we fear that compara- 
tively few persons will care to add to their shelves two 
volumes on so smalland special a subject. But the work 
deserves a place in all public libraries; and doubtless 
many practitioners, especially those whose law learning 
has any antiquarian proclivities, will be glad to possess it. 
There were already, besides the chapters on the subject in 
such general works as those of Cripps or Dale, several 
books on the law of pews; Mr. Heales in his preface men- 
tions those of Billings and Oliphant, and the smaller trea- 
tise of Fowler, with the criticism, which is just enough, 
that Billings, besides writing with a bias, is very inexact 
in his references to authorities, and Oliphant restricts hir- 
self almost exclusively to case and statute law. There is, 
of course, an immense amount of information on the sub- 
ject lying sprinkled about in such books as Gibson’s 
Codex, Bishop Kennett’s Parochial Antiquities of Am. 
brosden, Cardwell’s Synodalia, &c., &.; but to collect 
these scattered authorities is precisely the work which the 
inquirer wants done for him by the best writer. For origi- 
nal research and faithful labour in verifying references no 
other writer on the subject can claim to come anywhere 
near Mr. Heales. In his first volume, the antiquarian one, 
he has supplied an exceedingly valuable and interesting 
mass of information, from churchwardens’ accounts of the 
15th and 16th century, extracts from old wills, and other 
documental sources of information ; and in endeavouring 
to trace the derivation and early use of the word “ pew,” 
his researches embrace fourteenth century manuscripts in 
the Harleian and other collections, besides the “ y parroked 
in puwes” passage in “Piers Plowman,” the “ Mort 
d’ Arthur,” and agreat quantity of less known works of very 
early date. His criticisms on these are intelligent. The 
law volume will be very useful to anyone wishing for an 
exhaustive collection of the legal authorities from the 
year-books down to the latest cases in the current reperts, 
or the latest Church Building Acts; but it is more im the 
nature of an olla pedrida of all the authorities, or a vast 
collection of isolated pieces, than a digested text book. 
Indeed, this is the weak side of the work; throughout 
both volumes the arrangement and digesting are decidedly 
imperfect; there is very little order or proper sequence ; 
and for want of proper arrangement the two volumes are 
full of needless repetitions, Bunt as a collection of —_ 
sible bits of information on the subject, the work will be 
invaluable to anyone desirous of prosecuting researches of 
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his own; and the author deserves particular commenda- 
tion for the conscientious labour with which he has traced 
up all his authorities, instead of contenting himself 
(as too many writers do) by merely copying without verifi- 
cation. He cites, by the way, with disapproval, as un- 
founded, the vague statement of Johnson in his “ Clergy- 
man’s Vade Mecum,” that the moveable seats which 
presumably existed in the naves of churches in early times 
were the property of the incumbent. It certainly is 
difficult to understand how that could have been so, 
Johnson goes on to say that there were extant in his time 
many wills of parsons bequeathing the seats. If there had 
been, Mr. Heales would probably have found some. After 
all, it is very likely that Johnson may have had in his 
mind nothing more than some vague recollection of those 
entries which are occasionally found in parish registers, 
purporting to have been made by the parson for the benefit 
of his successors, respecting the erection of a parson’s pew. 


The Elementary Education Act, 1870, and Elementary Edu- 
cation (Elections) Act, 1871, With Introduction, Notes, 
and Indez. By Hucx Owex, Jun., of the Middle Temple, 
— : ister-at-Law. Seventh Edition. London: Knight 

2. 

This is the most useful edition of the Education Acts 
that we have seen. The Acts printed are copiously anno- 
tated with references to law, statute, and case, in pari 
materi4 on points as to elections. rating, duties of officers, 
&c.; and there is also an appendix, in which are given the 
Incorporated Acts, general orders of the Department as to 
elections, the new code, and a large quantity of very use- 
fal forms and precedents. There are also lists of municipal 
boroughs, parishes, and other places for which School 
Boards have been elected, and a complete directory of the 
inspectors, their districts and headquarters. The intro- 
duction gives a resumé of the provisions of the Acts, which 
will be usefal as a guide to procedure. There is also a 
good index. 


The Bursh Laws of Dundee, with the History, Statutes, and 
Proceedings of the Guild of Merchants and Fraternities of 
Craftemen. By Atex. J. Warpen, F.S.A., Scotland. 
London: Longmans & Co. 

This volume, which is a collection of the laws and docu- 
ments mentioned in the title, wili be useful and interesting 
to antiquarians, particularly, of course, those engaged on 
the history, political or social, especially the latter, of Scot- 
land. The docaments printed afford the materials fora 
very complete account of the Dundee trade gnilds, most of 
which the compiler judges to have been in existence as 
early az the fourteenth century. It would seem that these 
guilds preserved their actual craftemanship much later than 
their confrercs, the London City Companies. We notice 
among the records of the Guild of Tailors a re-enactment 
as late a2 1767, of an old ordinance of the Guild to the 
effect that “hereafter the trade shall admit no free master 
until the trade by his abilities for sewing the lieges by 
appointing some garment for an essay. That the candi- 
date shall take the measure, cut the cloth, and sew the 
same with bis own hand in presence of two masters to be 
appeinted for the purpose, but who must give no advice or 
atmimance—the garment to be inspected by the whole 
trade, or if not enfficient, the person not to be admitted to 
the t r2, de.” 





Mr. Keen, who for fourteen years has been confidential 
clerk to Mr. Edwin Haghes, solicitor, Woolwich, has been 
appointed a clerk in the County Court Office at Greenwich. 

Mz. Heary Gover, wlicitor, of King William-street 
City, haa been elected to represent Greenwich at the 
London School Board, in succession to the Rev. Canon 
je resignel. Mr. Gover waa admitted an attorney in 


Mr. Matthew Davenport Hill, the oldest Queen’s Counsel 
on the iat, who waa for years Recorder of Virming- 
ham, and formerly Peller of Bankruptcy for the 
Priaus diacrict, died ——_ morning, the 7th June, at 


House, Stapleton, Bristol. The 
, whe waa » brother of Sir Rowland 
Hil, wae called to the Bar in 1919, and wae created 
Queen's Counadl in 1644. 


hia residence, 
Cersnaes 





COURTS. 


THE ALBERT LIFE ASSURANCE 
ARBITRATION.* 


(Before Lord Carrns.) 


Feb. 28.—Re The Western Life Assurance Society, 
Rivaz’s case. 


Life assurance company—Amalgamation of companies— 
Winding-up—Policyholder’s protest against amalgamation 
—Novation—Mode of payment of premiums. 


A policyholder in the W. Company, who, after receiving, 
in 1865, a notice of amalgamation with the Albert Company 
(being himself an officer of a third company), did no more 
than make verbal protests at the offices of the W. Company 
and of the Albert Company that he would not recognise the 
Albert Company, but would hold the W. Company re- 
sponsible, and thenceforth kept up his premiums by means 
of payments to the Albert Company, receiving receipts 
from the Albert Company on Albert forms, with a marginal 
memorandum identifying the policy with a policy of the 
W. Company. 

Held, not to have repudiated the substitution of the lia- 
bility of the Albert Company for that of the W. Company. 

His payments were made by cheques drawn in favour of 
W. Company or bearer. 

Held, that this form of cheque was not to be regarded as 
giving to the W. or the Albert Company information of the 
character in which the money was paid. 

This was a claim by Mr. Rivaz, an officer of the Alliance 
Marine Company, to rank as a creditor of the Western 
Life Assurance Society in respect of a policy granted by 
that society on his own life on 11th August, 1860. 

In July, 1865, he received a circular from the Western 
Society stating that “the directors of this Society acting 
under the powers conferred by the deed of settlement 
and the unanimous concurrence of the shareholders, have 
inco’ the business of the Western Society with that 
of the Albert Life Assurance.” 

The circular then proceeded to set forth the terms on 
which Western policyholders were to be taken in to the 
Albert, and the advantages generally which were alleged 
to accrue to them. 

Mr. Rivaz stated in his affidavit that on receiving this 
circular “I went at once to the branch office of the Wes- 
tern Company in Manchester, and saw the representative 
of the Western Company. I informed him that I refused 
to recognise the transfer so far as I was concerned as a 
policyholder, and that I should only recognise the Western 
Life Office, and I protested as strongly as I could against 
the said transfer. I remember making use of the expres- 
sion that it was impossible that the office could have the 
power to hand the policyholders over to another office like 
a flock of sheep. I was, however, told by the representa- 
tive of the said Western Company that I could do nothing, 
as the Western Office had power by their deed of settle- 
ment to effect the amalgamation, and that this deed did 
not get rid of their responsibility to their own policyholders. 
This statement, however, did not alter my opinion, and I 
told him that I recognised the Western Office only, and 
held them responsible, and would have nothing to do with 
the Albert Office. I subsequently saw Mr. Bidder, the 
manager of the Albert Company, in Manchester, and stated 
to him that I declined to recognise the Albert Office.” 

In 1866 and 1867 Mr. Rivaz paid his premiums by means 
of cheques made payable to the Western Society or to 
bearer. The receipt for September, 1865, was in the 
following form :— 

“ Western, Manchester and London Life Assurance 

Society. Established 1842. 
Chief Offices, 3, Parliament Street, London; and 77, 
King William Street, Manchester. 
(Incorporated with the Albert Life Assurance Company, 


7, Waterloo-place.) 
Receipt No. 6004 


Policy No, 2918 
fam Assured, £2,000 Life of J. V. ©. Rivas, 
Received this 6th day of September, 1866, the yearly 


area cane 2 


© Reported by Richard Marrack, Esq., Barrlstor-at-Law. 
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premium payable on the 11th day of August, 1865, under 
the above policy of assurance. 
£46. H. B. Fut.err 
T. 8. Cocks 
F. B. Mason 


This receipt was on one of the Western Society’s old 
forms of receipt, with the words “incorporated with the 
Albert Life Assurance Company, 7, Waterloo-place,’’ 
stamped on it in blue ink. 

On and after the 10th September, 1866, the receipts 
were in the following form :— 


“ Albert Life Assurance Company, 
7, Waterloo Place, Pall Mall, 
London, 8.W. Established 1838. 
Received this 10th day of September, 1866, the pre- 
mium for the renewal of policy mentioned iu the margin 
hereof, the amount of which premium, and the period for 
which it is received are also mentioned in the margin. 
8. P. BinpEr, Manager.” 
And in the margin was “ Receipt No. 69,093. W. Policy, 
No. 2918. Sum assured, £2,000. Life of J. V. C. Rivaz. 
Premium £46, for 12 months from 11th August, 1866. 
, agent. Manchester Branch.” 


No bonus was ever received by Mr. Rivaz on the policy. 

In 1869 orders were made for winding up the Albert 
Company and the Western Society ; and Mr. Rivaz sought 
to claim on his policy against the Western Society. 

North for Rivaz.—In Wood's case, 15 S. J. 693, there was 
a written protest against the amalgamation. Here the 
protest was verbal, but it was as good as if it had been in 
writing. Rivaz acted on this protest. The first receipt 
was an old Western receipt; the stamp in blue not being 
part of the receipt. 

[Lord Carrns.—We have had this form here in several 
cases. I donot see the difference between stamping on it 
and printing. ] 

North.—The words in the stamp are not “ transferred 
to,” but “incorporated with.’ The premiums were in- 
tended by Rivaz to be paid to the Western, for he made 
the cheques payable to the Western. 

Cracknall for the Western Society was not called on. 


Lord Catrns.—Mr. Cracknall, I do not think I need trouble 
you. Consistently with what has been decided throughout, 
I cannot allow this policy to rank except against the 
Albert. The position of this gentleman is this: he is the 
secretary to an insurance company, himself at all events a 
man of business, and he receives a letter, the circular so 
often referred to, in the year 1865. It is undoubtedly a 
circular which proposes to the policyholders in the West- 
ern Office to become policyholders jn the Albert, and it 
enumerates to them the advantages which it is supposed 
will be derived from their taking that course. It is signed 
by the chairman of the Western, the deputy chairman, and 
the actuary. It attracted the attention of Mr. Rivaz; it 
did not pass unnoticed ; he admits that it seemed to him 
to be a thing that required some steps to be taken on his 
part. I should have thought the obvious course, indeed the 
only course to be taken by him, if he had not intended to 
accept the transference of the policy, and if he intended to 
make it clear that after receiving that letter, although he 
might pay the premiums to the Albert, he would do it 
merely to keep alive the payment to the Western Office, his 
obvious course would have been to have answered the 
circular, to address to the London office, or the chair- 
man or the deputy chairman or the actuary or the secre- 
tary at the London office, his protest, in whatever form 
it might be made, so that it might . come before 
the persons who had communicated with him and who 
were acting on tho subject of this amalgamation, In 
place of that his own statement is that ho had a conversa. 
tion with the representative of the Western Society in 
Manchester. He does not give the name, nor does he 
examine the gentleman, and I do not think if it became a 
question I could attach much weight to that. I am willing 
to take it on his own statemout. Ho went to this gentle. 
man, as he says, and had aconvorsation with him, He says 
that he protested against having anything to do with the 
Albert. In the first place, assuming that that took place, 
as he saya, it was a framo of mind from which he might 
havo departed at any moment during the course of years 


t Directors.” 





which elapsed beforethe winding-up. I put out of the case 
his conversation with Mr. Bidder, because Mr. Bidder did 
not represent the Western Company, but the Albert. After 
that he pays the premiums to the Albert. He takes 
receipts similar to those in the cases which I have had 
before me. The first receipt takes notice that the Western 
had been incorporated with the Albert, and then there are 
regular Albert receipts with a memorandum in the margin 
or counterfoil identifying the policy with the Western 
policy. It appears to me that if there were nothing more 
in the case than that, it clearly ranges under the other 
cases that I have decided, the claimant not having adopted 
any course which was an approach to a protest of the 
same solemnity as the letter by which he had been 

a protest against paying premiums to the Albert on the foot- 
ing of becoming a policyholder in the Albert. 

With respect to the last observation of Mr. North in the 
very able argument that he addressed to me, namely, sup- 
posing that the Albert had been a prosperous company, 
and the Western an unsuccessful company, that there 
would have been a case on the part of the Albert liqui- 
dator to repudiate his claim against the Albert, I do not 
think there would. I think his claim against the Albert 
would have been clear. I think he might have said—Here 
is your offer which I have received; it was an offer that 
enabled me at any time to become a shareholder in the 
Albert. It is true you have found out that I had a con- 
versation at Manchester, in which I said I would have 
nothing to say to the Albert, with the representative of 
your office there. I never answered your letter, I never 
repudiated it, and that left it open to me at any time to 
come in under the Albert. I went on paying my pre- 
miums to the Albert, and took their receipts ; and the last 
payment I made in cash without any qualification to the 
Albert at its office in Manchester. 

Then, with respect to the cheques that were paid in 1866 
and 1867, no doubt they had on them the form, Western 
Office, or bearer. I am afraid very few people look at the 
words which occur in a cheque payable to bearer. If it is 
a cheque that appears to be in proper order, it will be 
taken as cash. Therefore, I cannot accept theform of the 
cheque as any information to the Western Company or to 
the Albert, as to the character in which the money was 
being paid. Mr. Rivaz must rank against the Albert. 

Cracknall.—What does your Lordship do with respect to 
the costs ? 

Lord Camns.—I do not think I can make him pay costz, 
There was something to be argued in the case. 

Solicitors, W. T. Manning; Bower § Cotton. 





COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Vice-Chancellor Bacon. 
Juns 4.—Alleock v. Cutler. 


Settlement—Malins’ {ct—Married woman— Payment to 
husband, 


In this case, which we briefly alluded to in last week's 
issue of this journal (p. 547), the occasion of the difficulty 
which had occurred to the Vice-Chancellor in making an 
immediate order for payment to the married woman wes 
the fact of the property being settled upon the wife for 
life, with remainder to the husband for life, with remainder 
to such uses as the wife should by will appoint, with an 
ultimate remainder to the heirs and assigns of the wife. 
The settlement was post-nuptial, By section 1 of Malins’ 
Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. o. 57), the wife might by deed 
acknowledged and otherwise perfected under that Act hare 
released her power of appointment, so as to entitle herself 
absolutely to the property, subject to the intermediate lifk- 
estate of her husband ; and the question was whether this 
deed of release might be dispensed with. 


Bristowe, Q.C., and J. T. Hwaphrey, now mentioned the 
following cases in support of this application, Notleway 
v. Clarkson, 2 Hare, S81; Page v. Sloper, 11 Hare, 321. 


Bacon, V.C., said the order would go in all respects 
according to the minutes, excepting that Mrs, Catler and 
Mra, Hall (the two married women) having been examined 
desire their shares to be paid to theit respective husbands ; 
no dead will be raqrired from them releasing thedy porcers, 
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APPOINTMENTS. 


Dr. THomas HutcHrNson TristRaM, a member of the 
College of Doctors of Law, has been appointed Chancellor 
of the Diocese of Hereford, in succession to Sir Travers 
Twiss, resigned. Dr. Tristram was admitted an advocate 
at Doctors’ Commons in November, 1855, and is a member 
of the Northern Circuit, practising also in the Probate, 
Matrimonial, Admiralty, and Ecclesiastical Courts. He 
was recently appointed to succeed Sir Travers Twiss also 
as Chancellor of the Diocese of London. 

Mr. Coartes Werserep WILLETT, barrister-at-law, has 
been appointed, by J. Worlledge, Esq., Chancellor of the 
Diocese of Norwich, to be one of his surrogates. Mr. 
Willett was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Novem- 
ber, 1854. 

Mr. Jonw Moore Topp, solicitor, of Winchester, has 
been appointed Coroner for that city, in succession to 
his father, the late Mr. J. H. Todd, solicitor. 

Mr. Ratren Srey, solicitor, of Sunderland, has . been 
appointed Legal Adviser to the River Wear Commis- 
sioners, in succession to Mr. J. 8. Robinson, who was for 
many years clerk to that body. The appointment of 
a legal adviser was rendered necessary by the nomination 
of a clerk who was not a solicitor. Mr. Simey was ad- 
mitted in 1855. 

Mr. Henry James Francis, of the firm of Field, Roscoe, 
Field, Francis, & Osbaldeston, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, has 
been appointed a London Commissioner to adminster 
oaths in Chancery. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Tae INTERNATIONAL Law oF DaMAGEs. 


Sir,—You having on a recent occasion (16 S. J. 447) 
been good enough to publish a letter of mine in which I 
pointed out the difference between the municipal law of 
England and of America on the one hand, and the civil 
law upon the other, in respect of the limits within which 
the contrasted systems respectively estimate the amount 
of damages in the case of tort, I am desirous of trespass- 
ing once more upon your space for the purpose of indicating 
(and on this occasion from the diplomatic or political, as I 
then did from the purely legal, point of view) both (1) the 
nature of the difficulty and (2) the mode of obviating the 
difficulty which has arisen between this country and the 
United States of America in connection with the pending 
arbitration. 

And, first, the nature of the difficulty. Itis this: the 
United States,-having failed in obtaining from Lord Rus- 
sell, and from Lord Clarendon, succeeded in obtaining from 
Lord Derby (then Lord Stanley) an admission, to begin 
with, of a tort on England’s part in the first instance in 
her conduct during the late war with reference to the 
Alabama and certain other vessels of which that vessel is 
atype. This admission was, I need not call to mind, re- 
luctantly conceded by Lord Derby, and far from being 
universally approved either by lawyers or by diplomatists. 
Her Majesty’s present Government, however, with a laud- 
able and Christian desire to close up open sores by pouring 
the balsam of a reasonable compensation into them, adopt- 
ing the concession of Lord Derby, proceeded to realise it 
by a final settlement of all the matters in dispute. This 
settlement assumed in its preparatory stage the aspect of 
atreaty ; and,so far, all seemed well. But the two nations 
the parties to the. treaty were each to take advantage of 
the treaty by means of a statement of their respective 
claims to compensation for the losses they had respectively 
sustained, or alleged themselves to have sustained; and 
this country prepared its statement, and the United States 
prepared its statement, with a view precisely to the settle- 
ment which was proposed. It was then found that Great 
Britain had confined her statement of losses to those which 
had arisen directly from the war, but that America had 
included in her statement as well the losses which had 
arisen indirectly as those which had arisen directly from 
the war. This is the nature of the difficulty ; the mode 
of obviating it is next to be considered. 

Secondly, therefore, the mode of obviating the difficulty. 





The mode which her Majesty’s ministers have adopted has 
been to frame a supplemental article and to submit the 
same to the United States for its consideration. The 
United States has adopted that supplemental article. It 
is thought, however, that the terms of the adoption, or 
rather of the supplemental article, are not sufficient to 
exclude with certainty the arbitrators from extending their 
award to all the losses as well the indirect as the direct in- 
cluded in the original American statement and submission ; 
or as Lord Westbury, in the House of Lords’ Debate of 
Tuesday night, suggested, the result promises to be, that 
the indirect losses, even although they should not be taken 
by the arbitrators tobe still within the compass of the 
submission, yet not being expressly and in terms abandoned 
and withdrawn therefrom, are likely to remain a subject 
for future controversy. In other words, the United States, 
after having by dint of perseverance or of persistence, suc- 
ceeded in wringing from England the admission of an 
original tort on England’s part, is suspected of the dis- 
honesty of intending to take the direct losses now and wait 
for the indirect losses until afterwards, hoping, it is sus- 
pected or supposed, that, by dint of the like perseverance 
or persistence in the future, and through the opportunities 
afforded by the successive changes of the English Ministry 
and otherwise, the demand for compensation in respect of 
these latter losses also may come first to be entertained 
as reasonable, and afterwards to be adjudicated upon as 
legal. This may be so, but the imputation is for the 
present at least gratuitous. The United States may 
possibly, upon the strength of one admission, insist upon 
another, but will it? The possibility is, in my opinion, too 
remote to entertain, being in fact analogous to that other 
and kindred possibility, that France and Prussia which 
have just ended one war may afterwards commence another 
——a possibility of evil on the morrow, which the sagacity 
of Bismarck correctly led him not to stipulate against to- 
day. And sois it,that the English ministers of to-day 
desire to rest contented with the measure of the cure they 
have effected, believing that the measure of the cure which 
they leave uneffected is merely the itch of the old wound, 
which is presumably unlikely to develope again into an 
open sore, in the absence of future aggravating circum. 
stances. 

In entertaining this belief, the present English Ministry 
seem to me to be reasonably justified. England and 
America may be considered as having just avoided war, 
and the pending international arbitration may be looked 
upon as analogous to the treaty of peace with which a war 
in general concludes ; and when matters are so regarded, 
it comes to be perceived that to require of ministers in the 
present case any completer guarantee for future tranquillity 
than is in general attainable in the analogous case referred 
to, is to expect and torequire toomuch. The mode of 
obviating the difficulty which the English Ministry with 
the concurrence of the American Senate have attempted is 
amode of obviating it which, being reasonable in itself, 
and being in its degree of efficacy as nearly perfect as any 
other thatis practicable, is and ought to be the mode to 
be adopted. Anything more exact than this was never 
contemplated. The English Commissioners, for example, 
were not commissioned at the outset to purchase from the 
Americans the abandonment of the indirect losses at the 
price or in consideration of the compensation to be awarded 
for the losses proved to have been direct. A bargain of 
this latter sort would not, in my opinion, have been over 
creditable to our country ; and yet some bargain, or some 
more definite agreement of this sort is the only justification 
which can be produced for the continued objection of Lord 
Westbury to the treaty, this being the only tenable objection 
to it, if even his be tenable. For Ido not consider the 
objections of certain other noble lords—that of Lord Salis- 
bury, for example, which is bad for being out of time, even 
more than for being also out of tune. The mode, therefore, 
which the English ministry have adopted is the mode of 
obviating the difficulty which I should recommend, and pray 
God they may have the courage and the good fortune to 
carry through. A Brown. 

Lincoln’s Inn, June 5th, 1872. 

[There has not been any admission, that we are aware 
of, on the part of Great Britain, that a tort has been com- 
mitted, but only a consent to refer that question to 
arbitration. In spite of our correspondent’s arguments we 
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‘are heartily glad that the mode adopted by the Ministry 
has been improved upon since the date of his letter.—Ep. 
8. J.] 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


June 3.—The Irish Land Act, 1870.—Viscount Lifford 
moved for a Select Committee to inquire into the operation 
of this Act.—The Lord Chancellor and Lord Kimberley 
opposed the motion; the inquiry would be premature, and 
some cases were still sub judice—Lord Cairns said the 
question was urgent, because under the assistant barristers 
different systems of law were already springing up. He 
approved Lord Lifford’s suggestion, that two judges 
should go round the country to hear cases under the Act. 
‘The motion was carried by 53 to 29. 

The Statute Law Revision Bill was read a second time. 


June 4.—The “ Alabama” Claims.—Lord Russell now 
prought forward a resolution which had been for some time 
standing in his name, having been several times postponed 
in deference to the Government—“ That an humble Ad- 
dress be presented to Her Majesty praying that Her 
Majesty will be graciously placed to give instructions that 
all proceedings on behalf of Her Majesty before the Arbi- 
trators appointed to meet at Geneva, pursuant to the Treaty 
of Washington, be suspended until the claims including in 
the case submitted on behalf of the United States and 
understood on the part of Her Majesty not to be within 
the province of the Arbitrators, have been withdrawn.”— 
A very lengthy debate ensued: Lord Granville, and Lord 
Kimberley ‘on behalf of the Government deprecated the 
‘motion. Lord Derby, Lord Cairns, Lord Grey, Lord Strat- 
ford de Redcliffe, Lord Malmesbury, and Lord Salisbury 
supported it.—Lord Ripon opposed it, and Lord Westbury, 
though not satisfied with the supplemental Article, 
advised the House not to break off the negotiations by 
passing this resolution.—Ultimately the Lord Chancellor 
moved the adjournment of the debate, which was negatived 
by 125 to 85.—A further discussion then took place upon 
the propriety of adjourning the debate, and an adjourn- 
ment was eventually agreed to. 


June 6.—The Alabama Claims.—Lord Granville read a 
letter from General Schenck, the American Ambassador, 
stating that the United States Government regard the new 
rule contained in the proposed supplemental article to the 
Washington Treaty as a consideration for, and to be ac- 
cepted as, a final settlement of the “Indirect” claims.— 
‘Thereupon Lord Russell withdrew his adjourned motion. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


May 30.—The Colonies.—Mr. Macfie called attention to 
the relations between Great Britain and her colonies. He 
maintained that, by their numbers, loyalty, intelligence, 
and other qualities, they have become an independent part 
of the nation, and moved a resolution suggesting the ap- 
pointment of a royal commission to consider whether they 
should not be admitted to a participation in affairs which 
concern the general interests of the Empire——Mr. D. 
Dalrymple supported the motion, speaking as to Canada, 
cand dwelt on the importance of leaving the colonists in no 
doubt as to our feelings towards them.—Mr. R. Torrens 
supported the motion, advocating a scheme under which 
the colonies would be represented in this country by 
chargés d’affairs, having the rank and standing of diplomatic 
‘agents.—Mr. Knatchbull-Hugessen, replying for the 
‘Colonial Office, gave four reasons why he deprecated the 
present motion. First, he maintained that the relations 
between this country and the colonies were satisfactory as 
they at present existed, and, moreover, that there scarcely 
ever had been a period when they were more satisfactory ; 
secondly, inasmuch as no demand for a change of this de- 
scription had been made by the colonies themselves, and 
as they had, on the contrary, expressed their opinion in 
opposition to any such change, he did not think it at all 
desirable that the change should be made by us; thirdly, 
he maintained that there were great inherent difficulties in 
‘the working of all the schemes which had been proposed 
for an alteration of the present system ; and, fourthly, the 





subject had twice been amply discussed in the House of 
Commons, and he was not aware of any new circumstances 
which should induce the House again to take it into con- 
sideration. He then passed to attacks on thecolonial policy 
of the Government made by Mr. Hardy and Lord John 
Manners out of doors. He denied that the colonies had 
been treated with coldness and neglect, and that they had 
made any complaints, and warmly repudiated, both per- 
sonally and for the Gevernment, all ideas of separation and 
_ alienation. . With regard to Canada, it was our duty to de- 
fend her with all our strength as an integral portion of the 
empire.—Mr. Hardy expressed his approval of these senti- 
ments, and explained that his own remarks had been 
directed against the school which desired to cast off our 
colonies.—Mr. A. Kinnaird and Mr. Greene congratulated 
the Government on what they held to be a change in its 
colonial policy.—The motion was then withdrawn. 

The Registrar of the Privy Cowncil.—In committee of 
supply Mr. Bowring called attention to the increase of the 
salary of the registrar from £1,300 to £1,500 a-year, as @ 
temporary arrangement lasting for three years. He ob- 
jected not so much to the amount of the salary to be 
given to a highly deserving officer, as to the novel principle 
involved in the mode of remuneration for a speci 
period.—Mr. Baxter said the increase of salary had been 
granted by the Chancellor of the Exchequer in consequence 
of the increase in the work to be done, and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer explained that the reason why the salary 
was fixed for three years was that the Judicial Committee 
of the Privy Council was at present in a transition state, 
and that it was also very much encumbered with appeals. 
It was expected that those appeals would be got rid of at 
the end of three years, and that there would then be some 
change. Under those circumstances it had been deemed 
to be the best course to reserve the question as to what 
should be the permanent salary of some of the officers.— 
Mr. Rylands objected to grants, amounting to £1,200 per 
annum, being given to the officials, as it seemed to him 
that some influential person was being very liberal.at the 
public expense. He moved to reduce this portion of the 
vote by £200.—After some discussion the committee 
divided, when Mr. Rylands’ amendment was rejected by 
74 to 28. 


June 3.—The Act of Uniformity Amendment PBill.—Mr. 
Gladstone moved the third reading.—Mr. Bouverie moved 
the recommittal of the bill, for the purpose of asking the 
House to strike out the clause reciting that the commis- 
sioners’ reports had been referred by her Majesty to Convo- 
cation, who had reported thereon. (Vide ante, p. 577.)— 
Mr. D. Dalrymple seconded the amendment.—Mr. Walpole 
thought Mr. Bouverie was putting the matter much too 
high. After some further discussion the amendment was 
negatived by 163 to 89, and the bill was read the third 
time and passed. 

The Charitable Trustees, S§c., Corporation Bill was read 
the third time and passed. 


June 4.—The Bishops’ Resignation Act (1869) Perpetua- 
tion Bill.—On the order for the second reading of this bill 
Mr. Dickinson moved its rejection. He argued that the 
measure was not based on sound principles, and ought not, 
therefore, to be made permanent. He objected to the 
amounts receivable by retiring bishops and their families, 
and argued that the whole subject of retiring allowances 
should be investigated.—Mr. Gladstone was willing to 
amend the details of the bill in committee or to limit its 
duration to a moderate term of years, but deprecated 
making any question of allowing the bill to go forward. 
—The debate was adjourned by the rules of the House. 

The Court of Chancery Funds Bill passed through come 
mittee. 

The Juries Bill.—On the motion of the Attorney-General 
it was agreed that the Select Committee on the Juries Bill 
do consist of 17 members:—The Attorney-General, Mr, 
Lopes, the Attorney-General for Ireland, Mr. Raikes, Mr. 
James, Mr. Kennaway, Mr. Watkin Williams, Mr. W. H, 
Smith, Mr. Lawrence, Mr. Amphlett, Mr. Pease, Mr. Floyer, 
Mr. Denman, Sir M. H. Beach, Lord G. Cavendish, Mr. 
Straight, and .Sir Wilfrid Lawson. 

Betting.— Mr. T. Hughes introduced a bill to amend the 
law relating to betting. 

Sites for Places of Worship and Schools Bill.—On the 
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order for committee Sir J. Ogilvy moved that it be an in- 
struction to the committee that they have power to 
extend the provision of the bill to burial grounds. The 
motion was agreed to, and after a motion by Mr. Beresford 
Hope for reporting progress had been opposed by Mr. 
Osborne Morgan as almost equivalent to the rejection of 
the Bill, and rejected on a division by 52 to 35, the bill 
passed through Committee. 

June 5.—The Registration of Borough Voters Bill.—On the 
order for Committee Mr. H. Matthews moved the rejection 
of the bill. The bill proposed to mix up the borough and 
the municipal registration with the Parliamentary registra- 
tion, which ought to be kept wholly separate from each 
other. The changes which it was proposed to make in 
Parliamentary registration would be far from improve- 
ments upon the present system, and were not likely to be 
satisfactory tothe country. Under the present system the 
lists were made up roughly by the overseers, who were 
intimately acquainted with the qualifications of the indi- 
vidual yoters, and they were then revised by revising bar- 
risters, who were so selected as to be quite free from loca] 
prejudice and partiality. Under the prepesal contained in 
the bill the duties of both the overseers and of the revis- 
ing barristers were to be discharged by a single person, 
who was to be clerk to the assessment authority. Although 
there might have been instances when the revising barris- 
ters had failed in discharging their duties satisfac- 
torily, in the main their work had been admirably per- 
formed; and precautions might be taken in future to 
prevent jadges being influenced in making these appoint- 
ments rather by kind feeling and friendship than by the 
fitness for the offices of those whom they selected to fill 
them. But under the bill the persons selected might be 
violent p ans, appointed with the view of giving an 
unfair advantage to the successful party over their political 
adversaries. In many instances the clerk to the assess- 
ment authority would be unable to discharge the duties of 
the new office of registrar. Thus the clerk to the board of 
guardians usually bad the whole of his time occupied in 
conducting the business of his office, and even were he to 
find time to look after his duties as registrar under the bill, 
he would be unfitted for the post in consequence of 


his want of that individual knowledge of the voters 


which the overseers now possessed. The bill went 
on to direct that the registrars should make up their lists 
from materials to be furnished them by the overseers, the 
very persons whom it assumed were incompetent to make 
them up, and the list of’ lodgers was to be revised 
by information to be collected by letter-carriers and 
rate-collectore, who were, to say the least, wholly 
irresponsible persons. It was on this hearsay and private 
testimony, in place of the sworn evidence given in open 
court before the revising barrister, that the registrar was 
toact. The shortening of the period allowed for making 
claims to be put on the register, and for making objections 
to names already upon it, would have a most prejudicial 
effect. The bill provided that the registrar’s decision should 
be conclusive unless an appeal was made to the revising 
barrister, and that in no case, however wilfully wrong the 
registrar might have been, should costs be awarded against 
him. There were other regulations as to costs of appeals, 
which were to the advantage of the registrar, and to the 
disadvantage ofthe appellant. He believed the real object 
of the bill was to substitute the registrar for the revising 
barrister, and that these discouragements in the way of ap- 
| to the latter were deliberately framed for that purpose, 

at he doubted whether the House would consent to such a 
transfer of dutics without any security for the fitness of the 
persons who were to perform them. Again, there was to 
be no appeal from the revising barrister without security for 
conta, oad he might be required to state u case on facts as 
well as on law. As to the expense of the machinery, over- 
seers and town clerks now supplied preliminary lists 
gratoitcus!y, though in some cases assistant overseers re- 
ceived 2 talary for this and for other duties, bnt under the 
bill oversecrs and town clerks were to be paid for the work, 
while the registrar wae to be paid such sum as the local 
sathoritics wight think fit, and he was empowered to om. 
Ploy and pay \etter-carriers, assistant overseers, and others, 
wheas: stance, indeed, he would probably require, 
especialy in the preparation of the lodgerw’ list. All these 
expenses were to be charged on the local rates, a fact which 
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he commended to the notice of hon. members who urged 
the pressure of local taxation. The bill also gave large 
powers to the Home, Secretary and the Privy Council to 
vary the regulations for the conduct of the registrar, and 
for the dates of the publication of lists and notices, powers 
to which he objected, for the laying of the rules before. 
Parliament was generally a mere form. Admitting that 
every person qualified should be placed on the register with 
as little trouble and expense as possible, he deprecated facili- 
ties which would be likely to lead to the registration of un- 
qualified persons.—Sir C. Wingfield seconded Mr. Matthews” 
amendment.—Mr. Vernon Harcourt defended the bill. It was: 
based on the report of the committee of 1869. It would 
greatly diminish the cost of registration. The present mode: 
of making out borough registration lists was most defective. 
In every borough parish there was an overseer, who was 
nominally responsible for making out preliminary lists of 
persons in his parish entitled to vote; but asa general rule 
the overseer took no part in making out the list ; he neither 
directed nor oversaw anything at all in the matter, and 
knew nothing about it. It was the rate collector that made 
out the preliminary list after communication with the 
election agents on both sides. The consequence was 
that the preliminary list contained the names of many 
persons who ought not to be in it, and also omitted 
several who had a right to be inserted init. The rectifi- 
cation of these errors in the list in the presence of the 
revising barrister occasioned considerable expense and 
vexation to voters. That was an evil which this bill pro- 
posed to remedy. This bill would remedy another griev- 
ance—namely, that relating to the registration of lodgers 
in the list of borough voters. The overseer did not go 
about from house to house as the rate collector did, and 
therefore he did not obtain the names of lodgers who ought 
to be put on the register. The bill provided that the 
registrar might employ postmen who were going about the 
streets all day long to obtain the names of lodgers entitled 
to be put on the register. One of the objects of the bill 
was to combine municipal with Parliamentary registration. 
Considerable saving would be effected by consolidating the: 
two lists of voters. It was proposed that the assessment 
clerk of the guardians for the time being should be ap- 
pointed registrar under this bill. The objection that the 
clerk of the guardians might be a politician was of very 
little weight.—Mr. Goldney said the present overseers’ 
list only contained a few clerical errors.—Mr. Bristuwe, 
Mr. Pell, Mr. Wharton, Mr. Wheelhouse, Mr. Assheton, and 
Mr. Sconrfield also opposed the bill.—Mr. Hinde Palmer 
thought the House should not refuse to let it go into com- 
mittee for amendment.—Mr. Winterbotham would vote for 
going into committe——Mr. Vernon Harcourt, in the face: 
of the opposition with which the bill was met, withdrew 
the bill. 

The Middlesex Registry Bill—Mr. Gregory moved the 
second reading of this Bill, which was identical, he said, 
with one introduced by him last year. His bill was read a 
second time last year, and there was an express under- 
standing that the Government would bring in a measure on 
the same subject this session. Unfortunately, the Govern- 
ment had been unable to redeem this pledge, and he had, 
therefore, felt it his duty to re-introduce the Bill.—Mr. 
M‘Mahon said the system of registration had existed in 
Middlesex since 1709, and had been productive of nothing 
bunt good. He hoped, therefore, the hon. member would 
withdraw this bill, and wait to see what were the proposals 
of the Government.—Mr. R. Torrens said there was a 
marked distinction between the system of registration 
which existed in Middlesex and that existing in Ireland and 
Scotland. In Ireland and Scotland registration was treated 
as notice to every person dealing with the land; but that 
was not the case in Middlesex, the result being that, not- 
withstanding the most careful search, purchasers and 
mortgagees there were not protected in their titles. 
Having been for many years employed as registrar, he 
could say that such a system was quite useless, and only 
added to the cost of conveyancing. He thorefore supported 
the bill.—Mr. A. Brown said ho had in his hand a 
memorial signed by 209 solicitors in London who depre- 
cated the discontinuance of tho registration, He was 
willing to admit that reforms were necessary, but should 
certainly oppose abolition. The object should bo rather 
to establish other registries in countios where they 
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did not now exist.—Mr. Leeman hoped that the hon. member 
would withdraw the bill and wait for the introduc- 
tion of a general measure to be brought in by the Govern. 
ment.—Mr. Powell said that there was almost a unanimous 
feeling in Yorkshire in favour of the system of registration ; 
and, in his opinion, an improved system of registration 
would greatly facilitate the transfer of land. He, there- 
fore, deprecated any measure which would tend to weaken 
the principle of registrationMr. Denman had known 
cases in which the existence of this registration office had 
proved of great advantage, and as the bill would lead to 
an expenditure of money for compensations in abolishing 
an office which was not without utility, he oppcsed the 
bill.—The Attorney-General thought that the bill proposed 
to dea] with the matter in an unsatisfactory manner, for it 
would abolish the office for the purpose of registration, 
which was a good thing in itself; but it would keep it 
up merely for the purpose of a search, thereby involving 
the expenditure of public money for compensation and 
salaries.—Mr. Gregory consented to withdraw the bill. 
Defamation of Private Character Bill—Mr. Raikes 
moved the second reading. At present the punishment 
for defamatory libel was one year’s imprisonment if the 
libel were: true, and two years’ imprisonment if false, in 
either case without hard labour. His bill proposed, in the 
first place, to make this punishment additional to the 
present penalty, at the option of the Court. He proposed 
also to add flogging to the existing penalty at the option 
ofthe Court, and the same provision would in another 
clause be applied to the case of any person attempting to 
extort money by threatening to accuse a woman of unchas- 
tity. Ile should have been glad if he could have inserted 
in the bill a provision excepting the prosecutor in those 
cases from the necessity of submitting to cross-examination, 
but felt that it would be too dangerous to overweight the 
bill by introducing so important a change in the law of 
evidence. Still, if any hon. member chose to move in 
committee the insertion of any such provision he should be 
glad to see it added t» the bill. After some discussion on 
the flogging clause, the bill was read a second time. 





OBITUARY. 


MR. T. GEDDES. 

Mr. Thomas Geddes, solicitor, of Warrington, Lancashire, 
died at that place on the 29th May, at the age of fifty- 
three years. He was admitted an attorney in 1841, and 
had for several years held the office of Town Clerk of 
Warrington; he was also clerk to the guardians of the 
Warrington Union, and s Page ange registrar of births, 
deaths, and marriages. r. Geddes was a member of the 
Liverpool Law Society. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW ASSOCIATION FOR THE BENEFIT OF WIDOWS 
AND FAMILIES OF ATTORNEYS, SOLICITORS, 
AND PROCTORS IN THE METROPOLIS AND 
VICINITY. 

At the usual monthly meeting held at the Hall of the 
Incorporated Law Society in Chancery-lane, on Thursday, 
the 6th inst., the following directors being present, Mr. 
Desborough (chairman), Mr. Steward, Mr. Carpenter, Mr. 
Drew, Mr. r. Kelly, Mr. Nisbet, Mr. Sydney 
Smith, Mr. Styan, Mr. Tylee, Mr. Whyte, and Mr. Boodle 
(secretary), grants were made to the widows and families 
of deceased members amounting to £1,180, and to the 
widows and families of deceased non. members amounting 
to £70. Two new bors were elected and other busi- 

ess was transacted. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this association was hold at the Law Institution, Chancery- 
lane, London, on Wednesday last, June 6th, Mr. John 
Smale Torr in the chair, Tho other directors ont were 
Mesars. Brook, Carter, Hedger, Monckton, Rickman Smith, 
and Young (Mr. Riff, secretary), A sum of £105 was 








deceased members of the association, and a sum of £45 
was distributed in smaller grants of assistance to the 
families of four deceased non-members. Fourteen new 
members were admitted to the association, and other 
general business was transacted. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting of -this society at the Law Institution on 
Tuesday last (Mr. Munton, solicitor, in the chair), the 
question appointed for discussion was not reached on ac- 
count of previous motions relating to the society’s affairs. 
On the motion of the secretary it was resolved that the 
annual dinner of the society should take place in the 
month of July next, and a sum of £25 was voted out of 
the society’s funds ‘towards the expenses of the dinner. 
The secretary announced that at the Final Examination of 
Easter Term last, Mr. Henry Bevir, Mr. Robert Tulford, 
and Mr. John Percy Gordon, members of this society, were 
respectively awarded prizes of the Incorporated Law So- 
ciety. Thirty-two members were present at the meeting. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 

June 6.—The following gentlemen were this day called 
to the Bar :— 

Lincotn’s Inn.—Algernon Herbert Paley, Oxford; Wil- 
liam Knight, B.A., Cambridge; John Amherst Walter, 
M.A., Cambridge; Frank Harrison Hill, B.A., University 
of London; Charles Francis Fellows, M.A., Oxford ; 
Arthur John Goodford, M.A., Cambridge ; Douglass Round, 
B.A., Cambridge ; Arrakiel Peter Gasper; George Atkins, 
un., ’B. A., Cambridge ; Arthur Underhill, B.A., Dublin; 
Francis Villiers Forster; Alfred Hinuber ‘Haggard ; Wil- 
liam Miller Lewis, Robert Williams, M.A., Oxford ; John 
Worrell Carrington, Oxford; James Anderson, M.A., 
Edinburgh, member of the Indian Civil Service; and Robert 
James Forrest, of her Majesty’s Consular Service in China, 





qs. 

Inner Temple :—Robert Foster M’Swinney (studentship, 
Trinity Term, 1872, certificate of honour, Michaelmas 
Term, 1871, and exhibition July, 1871), M.A. LL.B., 
Queen’s University, Ireland ; John O’Donohoe Fitzgerald, 
LL.B., Cambridge ; Samuel Barrington Tristram, B.A., 
Oxford ; Henry John Moseley, B.A., Oxford ; William 
John Greenwell, B.A., Oxford ; James Thomas Richard 
Fussell, B.A., Cambridge ; George Anderson, M.A., Ox- 
ford; John James Emerson, LL.B., Cambridge; Lyde 
Ernest George Benson, Oxford; Francis Willis Taylor, 
B.A., S.C.L., Oxford; John Martin Roath, Oxford; Louis 
Henry Cecil Jackson, B.A., Oxford ; ‘Edwin Francis 
Chamier, B.A., Oxford ; Adolphus George Charles Liddell, 
B.A., Oxford; Robert Clement Bunbury, B.A., Cambridge ; 
Joseph James Smith, B.A., London; Arthur James 
Le Mottée, B.A., Cambridge ; Charles Roden Filgate ; 
Brodrick Shipley Warner ; Charles Colson Bernard, B.A., 
Oxford; Alfred William Foster, Cambridge ; Nathaniel 
Ernest Cooke, B.A., Cambridge ; William Austin Metcalfe ; 
James Hutchinson ; Thomas Hill Sooby; Alexander 
Charles Richards Maitland, M.A., Oxford ; Abel John Ram, 
M.A., Oxford ; Hugo Joseph Young, B.A., London; Walter 
Henry Dickman ; John Parish Kingsford, BA. , Cambridge ; 
Tertanatt Cherian Poonen, B.A., Madras ; 
Bickersteth Hudson, Oxford ; and Albert Childers Thomp- 
son, B.A., Cambridge, Esqs. 

Middle Temple.—Edward James Ackroyd (certificate of 
honour, Trinity Term, 1872); William Garrow Waterfield ; 
Augustus William Wollaston; James Taylor, Cambridge ; 
Maurice O'Connor Morris, Oxford; Pope Alexander 
Cooper; Henry Francis Makins ; Marischal Keith Frith ; 
George Frederick Clifford; Hugh geo Rite 
sity of London; Arthar John Flaxman ; 

Boggis-Rolfe; Walter Field Hooper, Univeret rer ot 
London; Charles Henry Hill, BA. Trinity lege, 
Dublin ; Edward Manstield ; John Charles Pritchard, King’s 
College, London ; ; Narain Mittra ; John William Owsley ; 
Batchelor Michael, University of London ; Henry 
John | G Bissill, M.A., Oxford; John Li 

B.A,, Cambridge ; Morton William Smith ; OMAS 





granted in donations to the necessitous widows of three 





lowes Gill, Oxford ; H. Risi Case Mullick ; Le Do Frederick 








596 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. June 8, 1872. 








Mathews; Harry Armstrong Brett; William Edwin 
Ormsby, B.A., Trinity College, Dublin; and Anundoram 
Borooah, Ss. 

Gray’s Inn.—Gustavus Adolphus Smith (certificate of 
honour, Michaelmas Term, 1871) ; John Carr, jun., London 
University ; and Charles James Fleming, Esqs. 


GENERAL EXAMINATION OF THE INNS OF 
COURT. 
Trinity Term, 1872. 

General Examination of Students of the Inns of Court held 
nnn on the 18th, 20th, and 21st of May, 
1872. 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded to Robert 
Forster Macswinney, Esq., Inner Temple, astudentship of fifty 
guineas per annum, to continue for a period of three years ; 
Frederick George Carey, Esq., Inner Temple, an exhibition 
of twenty-five guineas per annum, to continue for a peried 
of three years ; Edward Denny Fairfield, Esq, Inner Temple, 
James Keith Grosjean, Esq., Middle Temple, William 
Henry Rattigan, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn, certificates of honour 
of the first class ; Richard Henry Cole, John Donohoe Fitz- 
gerald, Henry Spencer Berkeley Hartman, Francis Robert 
Morrison, William Peregrine Propert, Robert Purvis, 
William Benet Rickman, Patrick Ryan, Joseph James 
Smith, Francis Willis Taylor, Hugo Joseph Young, Esqs., 
Inner Temple, Harry Armstrong Brett, Thomas Conlan, 
Henry James Duggan, Thomas Edward Fairfax, Arthur 
John Flaxman, Marischal Keith Frith, William Hardy, 
John Taylor Lingen, John Macdonell, Henry Francis 
Makins, William Edwin Ormsby, John William Owsley, 
James Hermann De Ricci, Henry Rawlins Pipon Schooles, 
Augustus William Wollaston, Esqs., Middle Temple, James 
Anderson, John Winfield Bonser, John Worrell Carrington, 
Emery Jomes Churcher, Charles Arthur Duncan, John 
Dillon, Robert Fischer, Timothy Nathaniel Hilbery, Peter 
Quin Keegan, James O’ Kinealy, Esqs., Lincoln’s-inn, Charles 
James Fleming, Esq., Gray’s-inn, certificates that they 
have satisfactorily passed a public examination. 


HINDU AND MAHOMMEDAN LAW AND LAWS IN 
FORCE IN BRITISH INDIA. 
Trinity Term, 1872. 

Examination of Students of the Inns of Court, held at 
Lincoin’s Inn Hall, on the 16th and 18th of May, 1872. 
The Council of Legal Education have awarded to Francis 

Rebert Morrison, Patrick Ryan, Esqs., Inner Temple, 

Thomas Conlan, Charles Edward Lanauze, Raj Narain 

Mittra, William Edwin Ormsby, Sitarem Narayan Pandit, 

Edward Henry Whinfeld, Robert Wilson, Augustus William 

Wollaston, Mahomed Wuhidnddin, Esqs., Middle Temple, 

James Anderson, Emery James Churcher, Fendall Currie, 

Jokn Dilion, Robert Fischer, James O’Kinealy, William 

Henry Rattigan, Esqs., Lincoln's Inn, certificates that they 

have satisfactorily passed an examination in the subjects 

above mentioned. 


EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORFORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Easter Term, 1872. 
Pixal ExaMixation. 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the 
roll of attorneys and solicitors of the superior courts, the 
examiner: reccanmendeA the following gentlemen, under the 
age A twenty-siz, aa being entitled to honorary distinc- 
tim --— 

Henry Pendril Charles, who served hia clerkship to Mr. 
David il, f Neath; sod Messrs. Vizard, Crowder & 
Anatie, A Loudon. 

Thomas Harwood, who served his clerkship to Mesers, 
Briggs & Kailey, of Bolton-le-Moors. 

Harry Berit, who served bia clerkship to Mesers. 
Mallings, Wiles & Co., of Cirencester; and rs, Peacock 
& Gotdasd, Loudon. 

Kobert Lovevand Yallord, who served his clerkship to 
Me, Robert Vallord, A Sorth Tawton ; and Mesers. Coode, 
Kington & Contem, A London. 

them Verey Gordon, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Vrestom Kacsiake, A London. 

Robert Peach, wie served tia clerkship to Messrs, 
tastivyes &p Charpy, A Bali; Mesers, Woberta & Leak, of 


Hull; and Messrs. Collyer-Bristow, Withers & Russell, of 
London. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have ae- 
cordingly awarded the following prizes of books :— 

To Mr. Charles, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clifford’ s-inn. 

To Mr. Harwood, Mr. Bevir, Mr. Fulford, Mr. Gordon, 
and Mr. Peach, prizes of the Incorporated Law Society. 

The examiners also certify that the following candidates, 
under the age of 26, whose names are placed in alphabetical 
order, passed examinations which entitle them to com. 
mendation :— 

Alfred Edward Bobbett, who served his clerkship to Mr, 
William Hunt, of Bristol; and Messrs. Merediths, Roberta, 
& Mills, of London. : 

Isidore James Carter, who served his clerkship to Mr, 
Frederic Roger Carter, of Torquay. 

John Errington, who served his clerkship to Mr. Joseph 
| Bendle, of Carlisle ; and Messrs. Carter & Bell, of London. 

Richard Creswell Loader, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. Walier Taylor ; and Mr. John Yarde, both of London. 

Henry Ormiston Lyus, who served his clerkship to Mr, 
George Lyus, of Diss: and Mr. James Crowdy, of London, 

William Postlethwaite, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Thos. Postlethwaite, of Ulverston ; and Messrs. Allens & 
Carter, of London. 

Charles Tanner Kingdon Roberts, who served his clerk. 
ship to Mr. Edward Hunt Roberts, of Exeter ; and Messrs. 
Torr, Janeway, Tagart, & Janeway, of London. 

Sydney Charles Scott, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
William James Scott, of London. 

The Council have accordingly awarded them certificates 
of merit. 

The number of candidates examined in this Term wag 
122; of these, 102 passed, and 20 were postponed. 








COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
NoticE.—FurTHER CONSIDERATIONS. 

The Master of the Rolls and the Vice-Chancellors have 
directed that in all causesto be heard before them for 
further consideration two copies of the minutes of the 
decree, and the proper papers, be left by the plaintiff's 
solicitor with the officer of the court at least one day pre- 
viously to hearing. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
Trinity Term. 

This Court will, on Thursday, the 13th, Friday, the 14th, - 
Saturday, the 15th, and Monday, the 17th days of June ~ 
instant, hold sittings, and will proceed in disposing of the 
cases in the new trial, special, and crown papers, and any 
other matters then pending, and will give judgment in 
cases standing for judgment. 

The Conrt will also hold a sitting on Saturday, the 6th, 
day of July next, for the purpose of giving judgments only. 


IMPEACHMENT OF AN ERIE JUDGE. 

The Albany Law Journal gives an account of the proceed- 
ings in the impeachment of Judge Barnard. “The senate 
(it says) have added to the supply bill an amendmentappro- 
priating 25,000 dols. or as much thereof as may be 
necessary, to pay the expenses of the trial, the members of 
the court to receive the same per diem pay as that now 
allowed by Jaw to the judges of the court of appeals, except 
the chief judge. 

The articles of impeachment prepared by the committee 
of the assembly, and adopted by that body, are thirty-nine 
in number, and are substantially as followa: That George 
G. Harnard was guilty of mal and corrupt conduct; 1. In 
granting, contrary to law, an eo parte order in the suit of 
Nyce v. The trie Railway Company, Heath and Raphael, on- 
joining the said company to close ite books against the 
transfer of cortain stocks of the company owned or repre- 
sented by said Heath and Kaphael; 2, In granting an order 
ot porte and contrary to law in the suit of the Drie Railway 
Company ant. Others v, Heath and Others, vostraining the 
tranater of stock of the said company prosented or to be 
presented by the defendants, 
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Articles 3 and 4 allege mal and corrupt conduct in re- 
¢ training the transfer of Erie stocks owned or represented 
by Heath, in the appointment of James H. Coleman as 
receiver of said stocks, and in appointing Charles Robinson 
receiver of the same stock, with a view to defeat the 
decision of the United States circuit court which was then 
about to make an order that Coleman deliver up said stocks 
to the defendants Heath and Raphael. 

Articles 5—8 charge mal and corrupt conduct in grant- 
ing injunction orders and appointing receivers in suits 
in which the Union Pacific Railroad Company were parties, 
and st the company. 

Articles 9—19 charge mal and corrupt conduct in grant- 
ing the various injunction orders, orders of arrest and writs 
of assistance in the actions growing out of the Susquehanna 
railroad difficulties. 

Article 20 charges mal and corrupt conduct in receiving 
valuable and costly presents from Fisk and Gould, while 
actions were pending in which the donors were parties. 

Articles 21, 22, 23, and 24 charge corrupt conduct in 
granting injunctions against the Milwaukee and St. Paul 
Railway Company, and appointing receivers of its property.” 

The remainder of the articles, embody similar 
except the .38th, which contains a very remarkably 
phrased charge of unseemly and indecorous conduct on the 
bench and in open court, and the 39th article is a sort of 
general indictment. 

Our contemporary concludes—“ Such in brief are the 
charges brought against a justice of the supreme court of 
this State ; and if any one of them can be sustained, we 
trust that, for the dignity of the bench, the pure adminis- 
tration of justice, the honour of the bar and the welfare of 
the people, the place that knows George G. Barnard shall 
know him no more for ever. 


~ 








MR. BASS’ IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT BILL. 


The following form of petition emanates from the Asso- 
ciation of Trade Protection Societies of the United King- 
dom. 

To the Honourable the Commons of Great Britain and 
Treland in Parliament assembled :— 

The humble petition of ————. 

Sheweth,—That your petitioners learn that a bill has 
beén introduced into your honourable House, the object of 
which is to abolish imprisonment for debt, except in cases 
of fraud. : 

That inasmuch as now no person can be committed to 
prison for debt except upon definite proof, to the satisfac. 
tion of the judge, of fraud, or of ability to pay a proved 
debt, in amounts ordered by the Court, your petitioners are 
of opinion that the guarantees for the protection of the 
honest needy poor are sufficient. 

That nearly all the debtors imprisoned consist of the 
idle, drunken, reckless, or dishonest class, many of whom 
er imprisonment to payment, notwithstanding there 

as been proved ability. Particularly is this the case in 
these districts when the judges make their orders condi- 
tional on psyment of one instalment, with the penalty only 
of seven or ten days’ imprisonment. 

That an execution against the goods of a debtor is gene- 
rally a far greater hardship to the debtor's wife and family 
than his imprisonment. 

That there are, particularly in the large cities and towns 
of the United Kingdom, a vast number of persons living in 
lodgings ; or in situations of service ; or in apartments: or 
in hotels ; or where there are several families in one house ; 
or having bills of sale over their goods; or having the 
tenancy in other ns’ names, and where executions 
against goods would be practically impossible, and this 
class of porsons would be greatly inoreased under the pro- 
posed law. 

That the supposed anomaly of imprisonment being 
abolished over £60, and its retention under that amount is 
much more apparent than real, aa debtors of over £50 are 
Reverally traders who have stock, or eae having 
property of various deacriptiona which can be taken, or who 
an bo mado bankrupt; while on the other hand, as a rule, 
the impriaonmont appliea only to those who have no 
se oh that oan be laid hold of, 

hat a limited amount of credit ia indiapenaible to many 
honest working mon and women, cases of omengency, who 





have little or no goods, and the tendency of the bill, if it 
became law, would be to prevent persons in such circum- 
stances obtaining credit, or if obtained it must be at in- 
creased prices for the goods to cover the risk ; or on the 
other hand, the kindness of the shopkeeper in giving credit 
would be punished by his debt being made irrecoverable. 

That were the said bill to become law, tens of thousands 
of tradesmen would in one day be made insolvent by Act of 
Parliament, inasmuch as their book debts would be rendered 
irrecoverable, and the insolvency of retail dealers would 
correspondingly affect wholesale merchants. 

That the county court judges have almost unanimously 
declared that without the ultimate power of imprisonment 
their courts would be almost useless, as they will have no 
power to enforce their orders; and thousand of persons 
who now pay their debts would refuse to do so, while the 
loss to the country by sustaining the courts would be 
greatly increased. 

That the number of debtors actually lodged in jail is ex- 
ceedingly small in proportion to the number sued, and that 
for an imaginary benefit to such few persons, it would be 
very unwise and impolitic of Parliament to inflict such wrong 
on the many, and to givea pre-eminence to dishonesty and 
recklessness. 

Your petitioners therefore pray that the said Bill may 
not pass into law. 

And your petitioners will ever pray, &c. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

Last Quorarrom, June 7, 1372. 
3 per Cent. Consols, $2} Annuities, April, ’8s 
Ditto for Account, July 4, 92 Do. (Red Sea T. ) Ang. 1908 
8 per Cent. Reduced 91§ Ex Bills,£1000, — per Ct.par 
a 3 per Cent., 91§ tto, £500, Do 

Do. 3} per Cent., Jan, °94 
Do. 24 per Cent. "Jan. 94 Engiand ‘Stak, 4% per 
Cé. (last half-rear) 244 


Do. 5 per Cent., "Jan. "73 
Annuities, Jan. "s0— itto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
[India Stk. an gg Apr.’74,206 , Ind. Enf.Pr.,5 p C., Jan.’?2 
Ditto for Acco Ditto,54 per "Cent. , May, "TS 104 
Ditto ten on ag “80 1095 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account .— April,’64— 
Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct. "8S 104} in 3 per Cent., Aug. "73 103 
Ditto, ditto Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4pe Ct. , £1000 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,« per Cent. oss Ditto, ditto, ae £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 
Railways. 
Stock) Bristol and Exeter 





;Patd. Crsing Prices. 
ty 











Caledonian . - 
Giasgow and South-Western ..........-... 





Stock, London, Brightoa, and Sox ath Coast . 
Btock, London, Chatham, and Dover....... 
; London and North-Westera . 


Stock i 
Stock! Manchester, Sheffleld, and Lincola .......... a} 100 | 
Stock) Metropolitan wn, 100} 
Stock} Do, District c.cecerceseee 

Stock! Midland 
Stock 

Stock 

Stock 

creeks 

















© A receives no dividend watil 6 per cent has Deon paid to B. 


Money Market ann Crrv intatirernee, 

The fands have bean pretty strong and steady during the 
week, but railways have been heary, in consequence, ap- 
sarently, of realisations by recent operators for a rise. 
Foreign securities strong. ‘The indux of gold inte the Bank 
this week has beon ao lange as to give rise toa belief in many 
quarters that the Bank rate would ere long de farther 
reduced, 

Mosare. Fenn and Crosthwaite are authorised to receive 
applications for 5,000 shares of want yet of 17,€22 Ben 
petual 5 Per Cont, Preference Shares Millwall Dook 
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Company, the interest on which is a first charge on the 
net revenue, after payment of interest on the debentures 
and debenture stock. The price of subscription is £16 
per £20 share, or at the rate of £80 per cent., with divi- 
dend from 1st January, 1872, payable £2 per share on 
application, and the remaining £14 an allotment. The 
profits of the company arise partly from dock revenue, 
and partly from rents of land and buildings, which in- 
clude but a small portion of the large land estate belong- 
ing to the company. Moneys arising from sale of land are 
applied to paying off debentures. 

A new undertaking, the Hungarian Chrome, Coal, and 
Iron Company, Limited, has been introduced this week, 
with a capital of £200,000, in 20,000 shares of £10 each, 
15,000 being offered for subscription. The prospectus 
states that the company is formed for the purpose of pur- 
chasing, on most reasonable terms, the mineral rights 
over a district in Hungary, situate on the bank of the 
Danube at Tisovitza and EKibenthal, near the well-known 
city of Orsova, on the Hungarian Frontier, between Pesth 
and the Black Sea, and that the property includes deposits 
ofiron, chrome, coal, and other minerals. 

The Eight per Cent. Public Works Loan, 1872, of the 
Republic of Paraguay is 2} and 23 prem. 








Tae New M.P. ron OtpHam.—Mr. John Morgan Cob- 
bett, barrister-at-law, has been again elected to represent 
Oldham in Parliament, in succession to the late Mr. John 
Platt. He is the second son of William Cobbett, the 
well-known political writer, and author of “The Politi- 
cal Register,’ &. (who likewise represented Oldham 
from 1832 till his death in 1835), and was born in the year 


1800. He was called to the Bar at Lincoln’s Inn in 
N ber, 1830, and former! hi ireuit ; ft 
ae -aesg anise Retewmdbepne ei ecg 8 Pi | Upper Holloway,—No. 1, Bedford- terrace, with’ stabling, term 


many years he has been Chairman of Quarter Sessions 
for the western division of the county of Sussex. He was 
an unsuccessful candidate for Coventry in April, 1833, for 
Chichester in January, 1835, and for Oldham in July, 1835 
(on his father’s death), as well as in July, 1847. He 
was first returned for Oldham in July, 1852, and continued 
to represent that borough till 1865. Mr. Cobbett was 
formerly a Liberal in politics, but is now returned as a 
Conservative. 
lished Church, and not to the voluntary system; 
would support education on a religious basis; was 
in favour of annual Parliaments, vote by ballot, and 
universal suffrage ; he voted, however, for Lord Derby’s 
Reform Bill, in March, 1859. _ Mr. Cobbett was pre- 
sented with the freedom of the City of London in 1861. 
He married, in 1851, Mary, daughter of John Fielden, 
Esq., M-P., who also for many years represented Oldham. 
The defeated candidate at the election last week was the | 








He avowed himself a friend to the Estab- | 


By Messrs. Exuis & Son. 
Enfield, Bush-hill, a villa residence and 5a. 3r. 8p., freehold. 
Sold £5,560. 
By Messrs. Sepewicx & Son. 
Herts, near Watford, the Kytes Estate of 140 acres, freehold. 


Sold £1 4,000 
y Messrs. WILKINSON & HorNE 
Nos. 9 and 10, Feacharah-aret, term 78 years. ” Sold £12,500.. 
Messrs. Harman & Kerr. 
Poplar, Nos. 28, 29, and 30, Charles-street, term 78 years. Sold 
£300. 


Messrs. Jones & RAGGETT. 
Peckham, o 4, gp a mage a freehold. Sold £300. 
Messrs. Epwin Fox & BovusFIELD. 

Leytonstone, gn Area ye with pleasure-grounds. 
and paddock, copyhold. Sold £2,40 

Bow.— A eeng of land 48ft. by 70ft. Sold £150. 

A ditto, 118ft. by 79ft. Sold £400 

Kennington, a leasehold ground-rent of £90 - per annum, 
with short reversion, term 28 years. Sold £950 

Bloomsbury, No. 77, Southampton-row, term 26 years. Sold 
£750. 


A policy for £500 on a life aged 68 years, life interest in £1,753. 
12s. 4d. Three per Cent. Annuities, also reversion to one-third 
of £1,021 19s. bd. Consols, receivable on death of a female 
aged 62 years. Sold £400. 
June 6,—Mr. F. Lewis. 
Twickenham.—Freehold Residence, known as Bertie House,. 
with stabling, &c. Sold £2,300. 
The Reversionary Interest in 61, 000 Three Cent. Annuities, on 
a life aged 76. Sold £300. 
Messrs. GAD8DEN, Exuis & Co. 
Kent, Knockholt.—A Plot of Land, containing 5a. Or. Lip., 
freehold. Sold £300. 
Messrs. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER. 
— 11 and 12, Dorrington-street, freehold. Sold 
£1,5 
City. 2 a Rental of £100 per annum, secured on 67, 
King William-street, term 41 years. Sold £1,300. 


65 years: Sold £650. 
oy Park.—No. 4, Lodge-place, term 40 years. 


i... .—No. 400, term 19 years. Sold £350. 
Messrs. Hooper & SHOVELLER. 
Soh o.—No. 34. Berwick-street, freehold. Sold £1,170. 


Sold. 


AT GARRAWAY’S TAVERN. 
By Messrs. Lounp & STRANsoM. 


: Brompton.—The lease and goodwill of the Anglesea, term 13- 


. 


Hon. Edward Lyulph Stanley, a barrister of the Northern | 


Circuit, son of the late Lord Stanley of Alderley. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART, 
June 4.—By Messrs. Detver. 
Berks, near Newbury.—The Crookham Estate of 839a. 2r. Sip. 
ether with the menor of Crookham. Sold £37,000. 
The Waterside Farm, containing 58a. 2r. 33p. Sold ogg 
Middlesex—Cricklewood House and 4a. Ir. Op . freehold, 


By Mr. P. D. Tuckxett 
yo near Canterbury. —The Dewstead, Hig 
hall Parme, cotstaining 254. Ir. 1p., freehold. Sold £12,450, 
_—Nos. 8 to 12 Halfmoon: passage, freehold. Sold 


| 


00d, and White- . 
ohasaebeda 


Enfield —A plot of freehold land, containing 1a. Ir. 3p., with | 
Sold ld £560. { 


two wr freehold 
By Messrs, DEwexHam, Tewson & Faumen. 
a near the paar stapes 5 Ting ag ily we Gatwick Estate, com- 
ar. 7p., frechold. Sold £30,100. 
Piha ooh plot of land, containing 5a. 2r. 0p. Sold 


OO $a. Sr. Sold £2 

ven 5.—By Messrs. i Meseet Son & Co. 

Kent, nest Tunbridge — The fons Peper es Milla with 
Gino eer 

Ore Faemee-sbedt, No. 14, Swan-lane, term 11 years. Sold 


years. Sold £1,340. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 

| Brnuixes—On May 27, at Florence Villa, The Park, Chelten- 
— the wife of Samuel Bruce Billings, Esq., solicitor, ofa 

ughter. 

Poon ace May 28, at Ely, the wife of William Johnson 
Evans, solicitor, of a daughter. 

Fostzr—On May 31, at 14, The Gardens, Peckham-rye, S.E., 
the wife of W. I I. Foster, "Esq. -, Solicitor, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

Cee RLEY—On June 5, at St. Stephen’s Church, Hull, 
John Spyvee Cooper solicitor, to Alice, eldest daughter of 
Richa Furley. Esq. +) of Hull. 

MirereLt—Hypz—On June 4, from Almond’s Private Hotel, 
Clifford-street, at St. George’s, Hanover-square, Sidney John 
Mitchell, of Solihull, Warwickshire, solicitor, to Emmeline, 
eldest daughter of the late Clarendon Hyde, of Loughborough, 
ae DEATHS, 


ger soe Fete z une 2, Arthur pare Esq., of Great Glenn, and 
also of Leai oe ee a ed 62 years, 
Fdmund Brown Oldreive, of 55, Ber~ 
ners’ -street, and "et Pp velb House, Lansdowne-hill, Lower 
Horwood, solicitor, aged re 





LONDON GAZETTES. 
oe nny onary A Bisedtvet. 


Tuxepar, June 4, 1 
, Abell, Geo Mutiow, & John Hall po otolyy ey Attorneys and 
solleitors. May ‘81 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
utpat, May 31, 1872. 
Uniimrren in Cuamonny, 

Colehester New Market Company.—By an order made by Vice Chan- 
collor Wickens, Gated May 24, it was orderod that the above Company 
be wound up by the court. Winter and Co, Bedford-row, solicitors for 
the petitioners. 








an- 
any 
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Tvespay, June 4, 1872. 
Limited 1n CHANCERY. 

Ichles Rolling Mills Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls hase, 
by an order dated May 25, ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
the above company be continued. Stevens, Gray’s-inn-chambers, 

solicitor for the petitioner. 

‘Yalencia Slate Slab Company (Limited).—Vice Chancellor Malins has 
by an order dated May 24, ordered that the voluntary winding of the 
above company be continued. Poole and Hughes, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
solicitors for the petitioners. , 

Tuespay, May 28, 1872. 
UNLIMITED 1m CHANCERY. 
Towrs Drainage and Sewage Utilization Company.—Creditogs are re- 
nired, on or before June 28, to send their names and addresses, and 
@ particulars of their debts or claims to Thos Kennedy, 11, Old 
Jewry-chambers. Monday, July 15 at 11, is appointed for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 
LiMiTED IN CHANCERY. e - 

Alten and Quenangen Mining Company (Limited).—The Master of the 
Rolls has, by an order dated April 24, appointed Jas Thos Snell, 86, 
Cheapside, to be official liquidator. 

Appletreewick Lead Mining Company (Limited).—Petition for winding 
up, presented May 25, directed to ba heard before Vice Chanceller 
Malins on June 7. Webb, Gresha:n-st ; agent for Robinson, Skipton, 
solicitor for the petitioners, 

Paris and Vienna Bread Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, 
presented May 23, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls 
on June 8. ‘Tilleard and Co, Old Jewry; agents for Black and Co, 
Brighton, solicitors for the petitioners. 

STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 
Tuespay, May 2, 1872. 

East Cornwall St Vincent Mining Company (Limited).—Petition for 
winding up, presented May 24, directed to be heard before the Vice 
Warden, at No. 3, Onslow-sq, Brompton, on Monday, June 10 at 11. 
Affidavits intended to be used at the hearing in opposition to the 
petition, must be filed at the Registrar's office, on or before Thurs- 
day, June 6, and notice thereof must at the same time be given to 
the petitioner, his solicitors, or agents. Gregory and Co, Bedford- 
row; agents for Carlyon and Paull, Truro, sol'citors for the peti- 
tioner. 

Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
TuEspay, May 28, 1872. 


Marlborough Arms Friendly Society, Marlborough Arms Inn, Waddes- 
don, Bucks. May 13 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof, 
TvEspaY, May 28, 1872. ‘ 

Gray, Benj, jun, Argyll rd, Kensington, Gent. July 1. Cumming o 
Hickman, V.C. Wickens. Robinson & Preston, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Webb, Jas, Norwich, Builder. July 1. Kirkham v Webb, V.C. Malins, 

Tillett, Norwich 
Fripay, May 31, 1872. 

Heywood, Edwin Holwell, Douglas, Isle of Man, Gent. June 30. 
Thomson v Sherwood, V.C, Wickens. Johnston, Raymond bidgs, 
Gray’s inn 

Lloyd, Eusebius Arthur, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Gent. July 3. Lloyd 
e Lioyd. V.C. Wickens. Palmer & Co, Bedford row 

Mather, John, Derby, Licensed Victualler, June 28, Bancroft » 
Mather, V.C. Wickens. Ratcliffie, Derby 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
TcEspay, May 28, 1872. 
Barnard, Hy, Crown ct, Threadneedle st, Stockbroker. July 15. 
Champion & Co, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside 
Cave, Thos, Southampton, Gent. July 1, Hickman & Son, South- 


ampton 
Chorley, Hy Fothergill, Eaton pl West, Esq. June 30. Gregory & Co, 
Bedfood row 


Cozens, Eliz, Bloomfield ter, Pimlico, Spinster. June 30. Parke & Pol- 
lock, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Ourrie, David, Hemingford rd, Barnsbury, Diamond Merchant. Kip- 
ping, Essex st, Strand 

Darbyshire, Ralph, Queen Elizabeth row, Greenwich, Esq. July 26. 
Lawrie & Co, Dean's ct, Doctor's commons 

Edwards, John, Norton-juxta-Kempsey, Worcester, Retired Farmer. 
July 24. Allington, Brookend, Worcester 

Eliott, John Edwin, Brighton, Sussex, Timber Merchant. July 1. 
Verrall, Brighton 

Flaxman, Ellen, Albert ter, Knightsbridge, Widow. July 18, Lewis & 
Watson, Gracechurch st 

Ford, Hy Bell, Bath, Wine Merchant. July 1. Francis & Bosanquet, 
Austin Friars 

rae Wm, Horsham, Sussex, Farmer. June 24. Medwin & Co, 

am 


Hors 
Goddard, Geo, Walworth rd, Chemist. June 30. Kent, Cannon, st 
Goodman, Wm, North Aston, Oxford, Maltster, July l. Kinoh, Ded- 


cnaee 

a“ iz, Ferryside, Carmarthen, Hotel Keeper. July 10. Richards, 
rmar in 

“rr Rev Jas Bishop, Staveley, York, Aug 1. Markland & Davy, 

Sapenetell, Richd, Huddersfield, York, Dyer. Sept 1. Bottomley, 

— Chas, Little Coxwell, Berks, Gent.. July 1. Crowdy, Farring- 

maghes, John, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Ballastman. July 31. Howell, 


Jarman, John Thos, Sydney, New South Wales,"Master Mariner, 
90, Kent, eae - Ba r oe 


Marshall, Wm, Gilbert st, Grosvenor sq, Gent. July 1. Lawrance & 
Co, Old Jewry chambers 

Mawley, Robt Thos, Richmond, Surrey, Esq. June 29. Wilkins & 
Co, St Swithin’s lane 

Moore, Thos, Colchester, Essex, Whoiesale Grocer. Sept 6. Barnes, 


ur. el » Mary opsgate st W ithout, Widow. uly 20. Heath 
? J y . 


Murley, Silvester, Bishopsgate st Without, Cheesemonger. July 20. 
waite Win arias oui ties 
» Wm, Horsebridge common, Sussex, Veter’ e 

June 24. Medwin & Co, Horsham . 

Newton, Nelson Norman, Brook green, Hammersmith, Esq. July 4. 
Bolton, Elm ct, Temple - 

bg Adam, Huddersfield, York, Grocer. July 31. Robinson & 

ohnson 

Painter, Charles, John st, Lorrimore rd, Kennington, Cowkeeper. Jul: 
15, Champion & Co, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside 6 

Ricket, William, Albert villas, Clifton rd, South Norwood, Grocer. June 
13. Rogers, Fenchurch st 

Rossall, Margaret, Lancaster. June 21. Johnson & Tilly. Lancaster 

Rymiill, Louisa, Upper Richmond rd, Putney, Widow. July i. Walker 
& Co. Southampton st. Bloomsbury 

Sewell, Edward John. Offord rd, Barnsbury, Pianoforte Mannufact urer. 
June 30. Kent, Cannon st 

Sloper, William, Market Layington, Wilts, Gentleman. July 1. Hulbert 
& Son, Devizes 

Spear, Sarah, Edgwarerd. June 30. May, Golden sq 

Stephenson, James, Wainfleet All Saints, Lincoln, Machineman. July 1. 
Bassitt, Wainfleet 

Tinney, William Henry, Snowdenham, Torquay, Devon, Q.C. Aug 24. 
Young, Essex-st, Strand 

Vansittart, Robert, Chuffs, near Maidenhead, Berks, Lieut-Col. July 24. 
Markby & Co, New-sq, Lincoin’s-inn 

Fruipay, May 31, 1872. 

Aitken, John, Manch, Merchant. Aug 1. Hyde & Coppock, Stockport» 

Arkell, Wm, Fitzroy st, Licensed Victualler. June 29. Walker 
Fitzroy st 

Ballard, Geo, Addison rd, Kensington, Esq. July20. Foster, Chancery 
lane 

Baalham, Robt, Bridge House, Battersea, Surveyor. Aug i. Reed & 
Lovell, Basinghall st 

Bates, Ameiia, Lpool, Spinster. July 1. Morgan, Bold st, Lpool 

Bernard, Ralph Montagu, Clifton, bristol, Surgeon. Augl. Wadham 
& Chilton, Bristol 

Bligh, Hon Sir John Duncan, Enbrook, Sandgata, Kent. Jalyl. Hal- 
lett & Co, Ashford 

Brookman, Jas, Widcombe hill, Bath, Brewer. “Aug 10. Stone & Co, 


Bath 
Burgess, Mary, Kentish Town rd, Widow. July 15, Weathers, Hamp- 


8 

Cropton, Johr, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Shipowner. July 1. Kid- 
son & Co, Sunderland 

Dickinson, Joseph Hy, Lpoo!, Merchant. June 27. Garnett & Tarbet, 


1 

Evans, Wm, Burchell rd, Queen’s rd, Peckham, Gent. June30. Evans, 
Gracechurch st 

Fiavel, Emma, Loughborongh, Leicester, Spinster. Oct 1. Woolley, 
Loughborough 

Hastings, Louisa Eliz Lady, Seymour st, Portman sq, Widow. July 1. 
Brundrett & Co, King’s Bench walk, Temple 

Aenley, John, Send, Surrey, Farmer, Aug il. Cartis, Guildford 

Hubbard, Robt, Museum st, Bloomsbury. July i7. Haigh, King st, 


Cheapside 

Ion, Benj, Kendal, Westmorland,Gent. July 16. Thomson & Graham, 
Kendal 

Jones, Fras, Sheffield, Organ Builder. June 30. Burdekin & Co, 
Sheffield 

Lake, Willoughby, Presbury, Gloucester, Esq. July 29. Wyane & Son 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Lamb, Mary, Frodsham, Cheshire, Widow. Aug |. Davies & Brook, 
Warrington 

Neve, Thos, Norwich, Gent. June 24. Blake & Co, Norwich 

Ramsey, Wm, Teddington, Gent. July 1. iiger & Collins, King 

William st, London bridge 

Raymond, Jas, Hildersham Hall, Cambridge, Esq. July 15. Collia, 

ron Walden 

Robinson, Mary, Mainsforth Hall, Durham, Spinster. Aug 1. Kidson 
& Co, Sunderland 

Rogers, Wm, Hayling South, Hants, Yeoman. July 17. Sowton, 
Chichester 

Shaw, Geo, Barlow, Derby, Farmer, June 29. Wg ney 

Shoolbred, Alfa, Tottenham ot ri, Esq. July 31. Mackrell & Co, 


non st 
South, Wm, Hartley Wintney, Hants, Yeoman. July i. Bayley, Bas- 
ingstoke 
by oy Elien, Westbourne crescent, Hyde pk, Widow. Jaly 18. Sarr 
Gribble, Abchureh lane 
Trickett, John, Pendleton, Lancashire, Gent. July 27. Needham, 


Manch 
eo. David, Park st, Victoria pk rd, Drysalter. July i. Jones, 
tal 
Whitaker Win Stratton, Woolwich common, Esq. Jaly 17, Sowten, 
row 
Tusapay, June 4, 1872. 
Andrew, ee, Broughton, ar Manch, Witew. Nov 26. Withing- 
ton & Co, Mai 
Andrews, Eliza, Gloucester ga Bishop's ri, Paddington, Wow. 


July 20. Thomas, St. James’s sq, Pall Mail 
—* Lawrence, Newkinend, ire, Yeoman, Jaly 2 Hall, 


ow 

Baker, ‘Geo, High HW Ferry, Upper Clapton, Dyer, July 20, Mier, 
et 

Baber Thee, Leyton, Besex, July 1. Jaceds & Oo, Badge row, 





Jones Oscott, nr Birm, Ironfounder. July 6. Dimbleby, Birm 
doe, Geo, amouth, Coachbuilder, July 1. Hellard & Son, Portes 





at 
Burdin, Sophia, Palace at, Pimlico, Widow. July 31. Wrentmore, 
Chancery lane 
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Pickersgill, Richd, Walkerfield, nr Staindrop, Durham, Gent. July tl. 
Bourne, Staindrop 

Pittar, Arthur, Hollywood rd, West Brompton, Esq. June 30. Hop- 

00d, Whitehall place- 

ote, Wm, Wells st, Oxford st, Livery Stable Keeper. July 30. Car- 
lisle & Ordell. New sq, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Riches, Wm, Cromer, Norfolk, Builder. July 18. Tillett 

Ricketts, Wm, Nettleton, Lincoln, Farmer. July 2. Haddelsey & 
Haddelsey, Gt Grimsby 

Sard, John, Camberwell New rd, Gent. July 8. Haycock, College 
hill 

Searle, Frank Furlong. Exeter, Surgeon. July 1. Luke, Exeter 

Shoolbred. Alfd, Tottenham ct rd, Esq. July 31. Mackrell & Co, 
Cannon st ; 

Solomon, Julia, Poland st, Oxford st, Widow. July 1. Jacobs & Co, 
Budge row, Cannon st 


Stewart, Geo. Bacup, Lancashire, Manufacturer. July 2. Hall, Bacup } 


Terry, Richd, Popham lane, Hants, Esq. July 8. Cottman, South- 
fields, Wandsworth 
Thomas, Nathaniel, Gilbert st, Oxford st, Upholsterer. July 10. Mars- 


den, Oxford st y 
Whittaker, Oldham, Hurst Hall, nr Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, 


Cotton Spinner. Augl. Sale & Co, Manch * 
Woods, John Bateman, Roath, Glamorgan, Gent. Aug 1. Morris, 


Cardiff 
Bankrupts. 
Tvuespay, May 28, 1872. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Baerselman, Jan Wessel Klopnan, Gt Tower-st, Butter Importer. Pet 
May 23. Roche. June 13 at 1 
Hudson, Joseph Wm, Lombard-st, Bootmaker. Pet May 24. Hazlitt. 
June 13 at 1.30 
To Surrender in the Country, 
Green, John, Salford, Tancashire, out of business. Pet May 22. Hulton. 
Salford, June 10 at 12 
Parr, Thos, Leteombe Regis, Berks, Esq. Pet May 24. Bishop. Ox- 
ford, Jnne 15 at 11 
Mawson, John, Bilton Granze, York, Farmer. Pet May 24. Perkins. 
York, June 11 at 11.30 
Fripay, May 31, 1872. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proo’s of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Child, Sydney Clulow, Victor‘a-st, Attorney, Pet May 28. Pepys. June 
1 at ll 
Grant, Alex, Hillside, Muswell-hi'l, Clerk. Pet May 28. Hazlitt. June 
at ll 


Winton, Harry John Langridge, Buckingham-palace-rd, Pimlico, no 
business. Pet May 29. Spring-Rice. June 13 at 1 
Tusgspay, June 4, 1872, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proo‘s of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Robertson, Jas Wilson, Aldersgate-st, Bullion Dealer. Pet May 30. 
Pepys. June 18 at 11 
neem i L, Park-p!, St James’, Captain, Pet May 31. Murray. June 
atl. 


To Surrender in the Country. 
oe _ Manch, Estate Agent, Pet May 30. Kay. Manch, June 
at 9. 
Birch, Thos, Clehonger, Herts, Farmer. Pet May 30. Reynolds. Here- 
ford, June 17 at 11 
Davies, Benj, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet May 31. Rees. Aber- 
dare, June 15 at 11 
Dundas, Chas Amesbury Whitley Deans, Bristol, Newspaper Proprietor. 
Pet May 28. Harley. Bristol, Jnne 14 at 12 
Liley, Wm, Liversedge, York, Currier. Pet May 31. Nelson. Dews- 
bury, June 20 at 3 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
FripayY, May 31, 1872 
Orkney, Rt Hon Thos John Hamilton Fitzmaurice, Earl of, Ennismore- 
pl, Hyde-pk. May 29 
Pratt, Sam] Luke, New Bond-st, Importer. May 30 
Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpay, May 31, 1872. 
Abbott, John, Gt Winchester st, Merchant. June 13 at 2, at the Guild- 
hall Coffee house, Gresham st. McDiarmid, Old Jewry chambers 
Anderson, Geo, Lewes, Sussex, Corn Merchant. June 12 at 12, at the 
pong mage Ne “8 Hillman, Cliffe, Lewes 
s. Wm, Brighton, Sussex, Cutler. June 19 at 3, at 34 
Black & Co, Brighton Se Ng cnt 
Atkins, Fredk Lloyd, Merthyr Tydfil, out of ocenpation. June 11 at a, 
mt... gee — = Oo, Vieterte et, Merthyr Tydfil 
‘oot, Mar’ ester, Woollen Draper. June 14 at 3 
peartwright. Bridge st row, East Chener J acne 
ts, Josiah, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Comm Agent. June 13 at 3, at 
office of Thurstens, Queen st, Wolverhampton ’ ‘ 
Biginore, Wm Thos, Luton, Bedford, Wareliouseman. June 10 at ll,at 
. _ office of Scargill, King st, Luton 
Bishop, Walter, Auckland rd, Battersea Rise, out of business. June 12 
at 3, at offices of Condy, Battersea House, Battersea 
Blomeley, Jonathan, Heap Bridge, nr Bury, Lancashire, out of business. 
June 14 at 3, at offices of Murray, King st, Manch 
Bradshaw, Joseph Rutlard, Gt Bridge, Tipton, Stafford, Bootmaker. 
June 11 at 11, at offices of Travis, Lower Church lane, Tipton 
Broughton, Hy, Grange rd, Star corner, Bermondsey, Grocer. June 20 
at 3, at offices of Butcher, Bouverie st, Fleet st 


| 


teen. 








Cartmell, Robt, Castlerigg, Custhwaite, Cumberland, Butcher. Jane 
17 at 2, at offices of Hayton & Simpson, Cockermouth. Ansel} 
Keswick 

Chittenden, Nathaniel Walter, Pudding lane, Fibre Agent. June 12 at 
1, at offices of Bastard, Brabant ct 

Clark, Chas Shew, Lambourne, Berks, Plumber. June 10 at 12, at offica 
of Rickards & Walker, Lincoln’sinn fields. Cave, Newbury 

Clay, Geo, Cheetham, Manch, Bootmaker. June i7 at 4, at offices of 
Addleshaw, King st, Manch 

Collins, Chas, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, out of business. June 13 at 3, at 
Crowther’s Hotel, Gt Grimsby. Gray 

Cook, Edwa Joanes, Steyning, Sussex, Stone Mason. June 19 at 12, at 
offices of Ingram, Steyning 

Croft, Joseph, Dewsbury, York, Grocer. June 14 at 3, at offices of 
Chadwick & Son, Church st, Dewsbury 

Daymond, Lewis, Colaton Raleigh, Devon, Bootmaker. June 14 at 3, 
at office of Andrew, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Dixon, Sam!. Welverhampton, Stafford, Timber Dealer. June 14 at 2, 
at office of Ebsworth, Bridge st, Wednesbury 

Edwards, Loton, & Sam] Tipper Edwards, Fenton, Stafford, Brustr 
Manufacturers. June 7 at 11, at 26, Cheapside, Hanley. Stevenson 

Evans, David, Lpool, Grocer. June 13 at 2, at office of Hughes, Lord st, 


Lpool 
Evans. John, Pembroke Dock. Pembroke, Licensed Victualler. June 13 
at 10.5, at the Gnildhall, Carmarthen. Parry, Pembroke Dock 
Evans, Thos, Blaenllyn, Cardigan, Merchant. June 14 at 10.30, at 
office of Evans, Queen st, Carmarthen 
Everson. Robt, Gt Finborough, Suffolk, Miller. Jane 12 at 11, at the 
Angel Hotel. Bury St Edmunds. Walpole, Bury St Edmunds 
Gardner, Jas Wm, Southsea, Hants, Painter. June 14 at 3, at 145, 
Cheapside, Goble, Fareham n 
Gardner, Wm Browning, Craig’s ct, Charing cross, Solicitor. June 12 
at 3, at offices of Parkes, Beaufort bldgs, Strand 
Gordwin, Chas Lemuel, & Geo Wm Green, Rock Eerry, Cheshire, 
Joiners. June 13 at 2.30, at offices of Bremner & Son, Dale st, Lpoot 
Harris, Valentine, Leicester. Cooper. June 14 at 12, at offices of Fow- 
ler & Smith, Hotel st, Leicester 
Harvey, Joseph Jas Nutt, Nottingham, Lace Warehouseman. June 1$ 
at 12, at offices of Heath, St Peter’s Church walk. Nottingham 
Hibbitt, Chas, Birm, Painter. June 10 at 12, at offices of Ladbury, 
Newhall st, Birm 
Holmes, Alfd Wm, King st, Hammersmith, Plamber. June 10 at 3, at 
offices of Marshal!, Linco!n’s inn fields 
Hopkins, Saml. sen, Bewdley, Worcester, Horn Worker. June 17 at 3, 
at offices of Corbet, Church st, Kidderminster 
Huches, Chas Wm, Rirm, Pump Maker. June 18 at 12, at offices of 
Chirm, Waterloo st, Birm 
Humphreys, Richd, Drayton, Berks, Baker. Juno 20 at 11.80, at office 
of Mal'am, High st, Oxford 
Huzzey, Joshua, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, Grocer. June 15 at 10.15, 
at the Guildhall, Carmarthen. Dann, Pembroke Dock 
Hyde, Sam], Woodeross, Stafford, Iron Shearer. June 14 at 12, at 
Offices of Bolton & Co, Snow hill, Wolverhampton 
Jones, Wm, Tabernacle sq, Finsbury, Grocer, June 13 at 2, at offices of 
Izard & Betts. Eastcheap, Foster, King’s rd, Gray’s inn 
Jones, Wm, Ballingdon, Essex, Manufacturer. June 18 at 10, at office 
of Cardinall, Sepulchre st, Sudbury 
Kelesy, John, Fillongley, Warwick, Farmer. June 12 at 12, at offices of 
Woodcocks & Co, Bayley Jane, Coventry 
Leaver, Ferdinand, Wolverhampton, Stafferd, Grocer. June 12at 2, at 
offices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Lemon, Fredk, Handsworth, Stafford, Fish Merchant. June 18 at 12, a6 
off ce of Richardson, Ann st, Birm 
Lilley, Geo Lewis, Greenwich, Brewer. June 3 at 2, at offices of Baker 
& Blaker, Cloak lane 
Lofts, Fredc Fulcher, Charles st, Grosvenor sq, Wine Merchant. June 
8 at 11, at 19, Essex st, Strand. Guscotte & Co 
Mason, Hy Stevenson, Cleveland st, Fitzroy sq, Oilman. June 13 at3* 
at office of May, Golden eq 
McLauchlan, Jas, Edgbaston, Warwick, Accountant. June 12 at 12, at 
offices of Mathews & Smith, Birm 
Messenger. Chas, Portobello rd, Notting hill, Oilman, June (0 at 12, at 
office of Darville, Finsbury pavement 
Moody. Thos Chas, Gt Dover st. Southwark, Oilman. June 12 at 3, at 
offices of Saffery & Huntley, Tooley st 
Newton, Hy. Lpool, Optician’s Assistant. June 13 at 3, at offices of 
Barre}l & Rodway, Lord st, Lpool 
Norris, Chas, Market st, Edgware rd, Sm'th. June 17 at 2, at offices of 
Tilley & Shenton. Finsbary pl South 
Orton, Wm Isaac, Birm, Butcher. June 14 at 3, at offices of Rowlands, 
Aon st, Birm 
Phillips, Abraham, Clifton st, Finsbury, Silk Mercer. June 10 at 12, at 
offices of Ring, Worship st 
Robinson, Margaret, and Fanny Robinson, Durham, Dressmakers. June 
12 at 11, at offices of Salkeld, Market pl, Durham 
Rowlands, Chas, Derri, Glamorgan, Grocer. June 10 at 1, at offices of 
Simons & Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Rothwell, Richd, Ludden, Lancashire, Innkeeper. June 12 at 3, at the 
Railway Hotel, Milnrow rd, Rochdale. Ashworth, Rochdale 
Rushton, Luke, Whitworth, Lancashire, Grocer. June 14 at 3, at the 
Wheatsheaf Inn, Yorkshire st, Rochdale. Standring, Rochdale 
Rutter, Thos, Choppington, Northumberland, Licensed Victualler. June 
14 at 1, at offices of Garbutt, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Shelton, Chas, Newport Pagnell, Bucks, Grocer. June 12 at 3, at the 
Swar Hotel, Newport Pagnell. Stimson, Bedford 
Sowersby, John, Hounslow, Draper. June 17 at 12, at the Guildhal? 
Tavern, Gresham st. Clark, Dean’s ct, St Paul’s churchyd x 
Stone, John. Frant, Sussex, Builder. June 7 at 11, at effice of Cripps, 
Mt Calverley Lodge, Tonbridge Wells 
Swatman, Thos, Wolverhampton. Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. June 
12 at 3, at offices of Cresswell, Bilston st, Wolverhampton 
Thomas, Thos, Biskenhead, Cheshire, Butcher, June 13 at 2, at offices 
of Downham, Market st, Birkenhead 
Tatty Soke, Birm, Plumber. June 14 at 12,\at offices of Rowlands, Ann 
8 mm 
Tucker, Roger Squier, Walbrook, Dealer. June 17 at 12, at offices of 
Sole & Co, Aldermanbury 
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Vickers, W m, Brackley, Northampton, Grocer. June 14 at 10, at office 
of Pellatt, High st, Ban! 
Weaver, Thos, Manch out of employment. June 12 at 3, at offices of 
Cobbett & Co, Brown st, Manch 
Weedon, Geo, Rochester, Barge Builder. June 15 at lI, at the Crown 
Hotel, High st, Rochester. Keene & Mars'and, Lower Thames st 
Writzel, John Hy, Amherst rd, Stoke Newington, Licensed Victualler. 
June 12 at 3, at offices of Boydell, 3, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Williams, Benj, Rusholme, Lancashire, Saddler. June 19 at 3, at office 
of Grundry & Coulson, Booth st, Manch 
Williams, Wm Hy, Gt James st, Bedford row, Bookbinder. June 8 at 3, 
at offices of Maniere, Gray’s inn sq 
Winder, Thos, Ashford, Kent, Confectioner. June !0 at 3, at offices of 
Hallett & Co, North st, Ashford 
TuEspay, May 28, 1872. 
Abbott, Luke, Holloway, Derby, Mechanic. June 17 at 2, at offices of 
Cobbett & Co, Brown st, Manch 
Abels, Joseph, Regent st, Tailor. Jane 26 at 2, at 1, Bank bldgs, 
Wandsworth. Jones 
Balme, Alfd, & Arthur Benj Crossley, Halifax, York, Engineers. June 
14 at 12, at office of Ingram, Hopwood lane, Halifax 
Barr, Joseph Hy, Manch, Surgeon. June 17 at 3, at the Old Half Moon 
Hotel, Chapel walks, Manch. Minor 
Brommitt, Jas, Moldgreen, Hnddersfield. Plumber. June 20 at 11, at 
offives of Berry, Market pl, Huddersfield 
Cadle, Jas, Hall End, Hereford, Farmer. June 19 at 2, at office of 
Jones, Eldon chambers, Gloucester 
Calvert, Thos Hy, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer, June 19 at 11, atthe 
Griffin Hotel, West Bar, Leeds. Clarke 
Coleman, Hy Steward, Deal, Kent, Builder. June 15 at 11, atthe 
Royal Exchange Hotel, Deal. Drew, Deal ’ 
Davies, Caleb, Neath, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. June 14 at 11 
at office of Cuthbertson & Turberville, Water st, Neath 
Deaville, Isaac, Stockport, Cheshire, Mi!l Furnisher. June 18 at 11, at 
offices of Vaughan & Son, Tiviot dale, Heaton Norris 
Deighton, Hy, Ventor, Is'e of Wight, Plumber. June 20 at 12, at offices 
of Sole & Turner, Aldermanbury. Hooper, Newport 
Dix, Wm Thos, Cheltenham, G] ter, Tailor. June 17 at 12, at offices 
of Potter, Northfield House, North pl. Cheltenham 
Dixon, John, Luton, Reds, Newspaper Proprietor. June 10 at 11, at 29, 
Park st West, Luton. Shepherd 
Eldridge, Geo, Hastings, Sussex, Tailor. June 15 at 3, at office of 
Langham & Son, Robertson st, Hastings 
E\kington, David, Grimsbury, Northampton, Cattle Dealer. Juno 18 at 
11, at the Elephant and Castle Inn, Grimabury. Judge, Grimsbury 
Everett, Joseph, Cornwall rd, Paddington, Tailor. June 19 at 2, at 
office of Venn, New inn, Strand 
Farley, Joseph, Bicester, Oxford, Li 
a: office of Berridge, Sheep st, Bicester 
Farrand, John, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Grocer, June 20 at 3, 
at offices cf Addleshaw, King st, Manch 
Fitzpatrick, Joseph Heremon Persse, Pelham crescent, Brompton, 
Gent. June 17 at 3, at offices of Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry chambers 
Fowler, Joseph, North Somercotes, Linco'n, Cattle Dealer. June 18 at 
3, at office of Mason & Falkner, Eastgate, Louth 
Fryer, Wm Hillary, West Hartlepool, Durham, Woollen Merchant. 
June 17 at 2, at offices of Hardwick, Boar lane, Leeds 
Gobie, Wm Richd, High st, Islington, Oilman. June 13 at 3, at offices 
of Marshall, Hatton garden 
Haffenden, Jas, Wickham Market, Suffolk, no business, June 14 at 3, 
at the London Friendly Institution, Farringdon st 
Hancock, Joseph, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. June 18 at 3, at 
office of Becke, Market sq, Northampton. Terry, Northampton 
Hardman, Richd, Burnley, Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer. June 21 
at 3, at offices of Adleshaw, King st, Manch 
Hedge, Thos. Barnet, Carman, June 22 at 12, at offices of Boyden, 
South sq, Gray’s inn 
Hibell, John, Balsall heath, Worcester, Wire Manufacturer. June 14 at 
3, at office of Jaques, Cherry st, Birm 
Hinton, Wm Jas, Tettenhall Wood, Stafford, Bus Proprietor, June 19 
at 1, at office of Gatis, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Hoddy, Sam! Danl, East Bergholt, Suffolk, Pig Dealer. June 21 at 12, 
at office of Pollard, St Lawrence st, Ipswich 
Hopwood, Edwin, Birm, Licensed Victualler. June 14 at 3, at offices of 
Parry , Benuett’s hill, Birm 
Howes, Wm, Newcastle st, Comm Agent. June 26 at 11, at offices of 
Pullen, The Cloisters, Middle Temple 
Ibbetson, Wm, Rawcliffe, York, Joiner. June 18 at2, at the Downe 
Arms, Snaith 
Ivey, John Hayman, Strood, Kent, Stone Merchant. June 7 at 2, at 
the Cathedral Hotel, St Paul’s churchyard, Stephenson, Chatham 
Jackson, Wm, Eastbourne, Sussex, House Decorator. June 28 at 12, 
at offices of Surr & Gribble, Abehurch lane, Stiff, Eastbourne 
James, Thos Chas, Cable st, Whitechapel, Draper. June 11 at 12, at 
offices of Read & Dangerfield, Milk st. Mason, Gresham st 
Keepence, Chas, Plaistow, Essex, Builder. June 17 at 3, at offices of 
Marsh, Billiter st, City 
Lewis, John, Lianllibio, Anglesey, Farmer. June 25 at 2, at the 
King’s Head Hotel, Holyhead. Barber & Son, Holyhead 
Lyon, David, Lewisham, Kent, Schoolmaster. June 19 at 3, at offices of 
Ingle & Co, Threadneedle st 
Mann, Annie, Porteus rd, Paddington, Widow. June 24 at 12, at 
Anderton’s Hotel, Fleet st. Pullen, Southampton bidgs, Chancery 
lane 
McMahon, John, Sheffield, Boot Dealer. June 14 at 4, at offices of Clegg, 
Bank st, Sheffield 
Murpby, Ann, Birm, Whip Manufacturer. June 14 at 3, at offices of 
Walter, Waterloo st, Birm 
Pemberton, Isaac, Morecambe, Lancashire, Jeweller. June 18 at 12, 
at office of Johnson & Tilly, Sun st, Lancaster 
Poate, John, Garibaldi ter, Blue Anchor rd, Bermondsey, Baker. June 
6 at i], at office of Greaves, Essex st, Strand 
Quayle, Thos, Birm, Cabinet Maker. June 17 at 12, at offices of Fallows, 
Cherry st, Birm 
Richards, Alfd, Strood, Kent, Grocer, June 17 at 12, at offices of Hay- 
ward, High st, Rochester 
Sims, Jchn, Oughtibridge, York, Butcher. June 17 at 4, at office of 
Binney & Sons, Sheffield 








d Victualler. June 17 at 12, 





Smith, Joseph Edmd, Manch, Brewer’s nt. June al 
of Sutton & Elliott, Brown st, een .onae 


—— Geo, Leeds, Butcher. June 14 at 3, at office of Harle, Bank st, 
we 3 


s 

Summerline, John, Chicheley, Bucks, Farmer. June 15 office: 
of Stimson, Mill'st, Beaford g gerne y 

Thompson, Fras Wm, Nottingham, Fishmonger, June 21 at 12,at 
office of Belk, High pavement, Nottingham 

Tinniswood, Robt, & Robt John Tinniswood, Ellesmere Port, Cheshire, 
Whitby Soapand Alkali Company. June 15 at 2, at office of Rad- 
cliffe & Layton, Hackin’s hey, Dale st, Lpool 

Tonge, John Broyden, Walsall, Stafford, Builder. June 17 at 11,at 
offices of Wilkinson & Gillespie, Bridge st, Walsall 

Turner, Thos, Shalbourne, Wilts, Grocer. June 14 at 10, at the Three 
Swans Hotel, Hungerford. Cave, Newbury 

Walker, Geo Hy, & Edwd Potter, Birm, Lace Warehousemen. June- 
13 at 12, at offices of Rooke, Colmore row, Birm 

Williams, Wm, New Line, nr Bacup, Lancashire, Boiler Maker. June 
18 at 3, at offices of Grundy & Coulson, Booth st, Manch 

Wilson, Geo, Albion st, Hyde pk sq, Auctioneer. June 12 at 11, at 
offices of Davis, Bedford row 

Wood, Geo, Shaw Heath, Knutsford, Cheshire. June 17 at 3, at offices 
of Whitworth, St James’ssc, Manch 

Wood, Geo, Ugborough, Devon, Licensed Victualler. June 17 at 12, at 
offices of Curteis, St Geor ge’s Hall, East Stonehonse 


EDE & SON, 


ROBE Sos MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


TO HER MAJESTY, THE LORD CHANCELLOR, THE JUDGES, CLERGY, ETC- 








ESTABLISHED 1689. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


AUGH & SON.—Superior CARPETS.—Re- 
prodaction of the Adam’s style of design in carpets, &c., also 

special designs in furniture, curtains, and decorations.—London Carpet 
Warehouse, 3 and 4, Goodge-street ; 65 and €6, Tottenham-court road. 
Established 17€9. 


. NGLO-INDIAN CARPETS.—WAUGH & SON, 


3 and 4, Goodge-street; 65 and 66, Tottenham-court-road, W. 
ARPETS.—Dustproof and Washable Carpets are 


preferred by the Barristers of Lincoln’s-inn to all others, both 
for their Chambers and also for their private residences.—Samples and 
Testimonials, &c.,can be had on application to Messrs, Caites & Co. 
57, Belmont-street, London, N.W. 


IEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 
Most convenient, economical, and fine-flavoured stock for Beef 

Tea (about 24d. a pint), Soups, Sauces, and made dishe-, costing hardly 
more than one-fourth of what it would when made of fresh meat; keeps 
good for any time evenafter jars being opened. 1b. jars recommended, 
being relatively the cheapest size. 

Now permanently used in most households in town and country.” 

Caution.—Ask for LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT, being the only 
sort warranted Genuine and Perfect Baron Liebig, the Inventor, by 
requiring his Signature on every Jar. 


AMPTULICON.—For SITTING ROOMS. 
For Halls and Passages. 
For Nurseries and Washstands. 
For Billiard and Toilet Mats. 
Plain, and in the choicest designs. 


| [ciate DOOR MATS. 























ARDEN HOSE.—For Flower Gardens, in 60 
feet lengths, with Brass fittings. 


[2014 RUBBER WATERPROOF COA'S. 





—_ 


.  doperapmeremecrs AND RETAIL. 





JRITANNIA RUBBER and KAMPTULICON 
COMPANY, 32, Cannon-staest, E.C, 


ATIONAL INSTITUTION for DISEASES of 
the SKIN. Paysictan—Dr. BARR MEADOWS. _ Patients 
attend at 227, Giay’s-inn-road, King’s-cross, on Mondays and Thursdays, 
and at 10, Mitreratreet, Aldgate, on Wednesdays and Fridays ; morning 
at 10, evening from 6 till 9. Average number of cases under treatment, 
1,000 weekly. THOMAS ROBINSON, Hon. Sec. 


‘NCHOOL BOARD FOR LONDON.—The Papers 
') issued by the Board can be had By oapeEr of 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS TO THE LONDON SCHOOL BOARD 
Symonds-inn, Chancery-lane. 
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This day, price 4«. cloth, i ell 
VHE LAW of VACCINATION. Fifth Edition. 
By Dawsr P. Fry, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, and Inspector under 
the Govertment Board. 
London: Kn Gut & Cov., 90, Fleet street. 


PROFESSOR AMOS'’Ss NEW WORK ON LEGAL SCIENCE. 
On Tuesday next, the 11th instant, in 1 vol. 8vo, 





SYSTEMATIC VIEW of the SCIENCE of 
JURISPRUDENCE. By Suetpon Amos, M.A., Barrister-at- 


Law ; Professor of Jurisprudence, University Callege, London ; Tutor 
to the Inner Temple in Jurisprudence, Civil Law, and International 
Law 


London: Lonemans, Green & Co., Paternoster-row. 
ETHERFIELD’S LEGAL MANUALS :— 


I, THE MAYOR’S COURT, LONDON, in  ereeimaad ACTIONS and 
A1TACHMENTS, Fcp. 8vo. price 2s. 6d. clot 

Il. NOTES on LIQUIDATIONS and COMPOSITIONS in BANK- 

RUPTCY, with the Cases decided on Injunctions and Executions, Rules, 
1g and the Authorised Scales of Costs. Second Edition, uniform, 





B.—The Chapter on Injunctions &c. separately, price Is. 

iil A CONCISE VIEW of ALL PROCEEDINGS in LIQUIDATIONS 
and COMPOSITIONS ; with Marginal References &c. Price 1s. cloth. 

IV. THE COUNTY COURTS ACT, 1867, with the Equity Act, 1865, the 
Admirelty Acts, 1868-69, and all Rules, Forms, Fees, and Costs. Second 
Edition. Crown 8vo, pp. 480, Price 6s. cloth. 

V. THE DEBTORS ACT, 1869; Rules, forme, &c. Price Is. 

London : Loncmans, Gaeex & Co., Paternoster-row. 





Now ready, the Second Edition of 


RACROFT’S INVESTORS’ RECORD of PUR- 
CHASES and SALES, with CALCULATIONS Adapted tc 
Every Investment. An additional portion especially adapted for the 
Lega! !’rofession , containing Forms of Entry fur Freehold and Copyhold 
Property ; Leasehold, Let and Held; Mortgages, Held and Effected ; 
Insurances; Bilis and Promissory Notes; Moneys Advanced or 
Borrowed. 

“ The object of this Memorandum Book is to enable every Investor to 
keep a systematic Record, producible in a Court of Law, of every in- 
vestment transaction entered into. No such record was in existence 
frevious to the first edition. 


RACROFT'S CONSOL DIAGRAM, showing the 
J Highest and Lowest Prices of Three per Cent. Consols each year 
frum the French Revolution of 1789 to the Franco-German War of 1870, 
with the Growth and Decline cf the National Funded Lebt of Great 
Britain; the Yearly Average of the Bank Rate of Discount, and Tabu- 
lated Statement of the Principal Events Affecting the Prices of Stocks. 
* Di are sometimes not very simple, but the present one is 
c.earness itself—is an interesting ares on English history for 
the period in question.”—Economis 
Price 2s.; or, nae on roller, 3s, 6d. 


RACROFTS BANK DIVIDEND CHART, 
1870-71.—Showing the Half-yearly Rates of Dividend declared by 
over One Hundred and Sixty Joint Stock Banks, United Kingdom and 
Colonial; with Nominal and Paid-up Capital, Number and Amount 
Paid of Shares, Date of Payment of Dividends, Reserve Fund, Liabilities, 
Market Price of Shares, January, 1871, and Yield per cent. on Purchase 
Price. Price 2s. 64.; or, mounted on roller, 10s. 6d, 
London: Errincuam Wiiso0m, Publisher, Royal Exchange. 
BERNARD CRACROFT, Sworn Broker, 5, Austin-friars, E.C. 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC.—Undine (written by 

, H. 8. Leigh), with Tose optical, spectra), and water effects. 
Narrated by W. Terrott. Arthur Sullivan and E. Frewin. 
Scenery by Mesers. Gordon & Barbed. Twice daily, at four and nine. 
— Professor Gardner on Ale, Beer, and Gin: what they are, and what 
they t to be! with experiments and samples of adulterations.— 
Coriosities of Optical Science, by Mr. King, with new diystical Sketch, 
ané startling iliusions.— Mont Cenis and its Tunnel, with Vesuvius in 
Eruption, by Mr. King.—Garto, the Demon of Music ; aud many other 
to the whole Is.; reserved seats, 2s. 6d., ls., 
and 64. Open twice dilly at? and 7. 











THE NEW BANKRUPTCY COURT 
Is only 2 few minutes’ walk from 
Cy 42% > 2 6 5, STRAND— 
Dinsers (from the joint), vegetables, &c., 1s. 64., or with Soup 
or Fish, %. and 2.64. “if i desire a substantial dinner off the joint, 
with the agreeable ey yen of light wine, both cheap and 
aaa pen ping yp eng that is in the Strand, close to Danes 
There you may wash down the roast beef of old England = 

I Barguody, at two shillings « bottle, or you may be cnoetied 
with balf a bette for « shilling.”—All the Year Hound, June is, 146 
page 440. 

The new Hall lately afded is «ne of the handsomest dining-rooms in 
Lonéon. Disness Caves the joint), vegetables, ic., ls. 64, 
y AUKENPHAST AND 0 O., 

Celebrate’ Vaay Fitting and First Class 
LOOTR fr WALKING, —— DANCING, PARADE & PARK, 
Always reaty, well seasoned lor immediate wear, 

These tote are worn by Mobiemen, » Mer- 
Chante, yoy —_—— Doctors, Vermers,. and every class a 
~——o pooye ail the country, the United States, Canada, 





AGETS EVERY WHYRE, 
16, PALL MALL VAST, LONDON, 8.W. 





tors, Solicitors, and Other: 

M ESSRS. CHRISTIE” & CHRISTIE be to an- 

nounce that, baving purchased the GOODWILL of the PRE- 
MISES of the Argyll-street Galleries Permanent Exhibition of Pictures 
for the purpose of their Sale Rooms, they are now prepared to RE- 
CEIVE consignments of PICTURES, Works of Art, Articles weenie, 
Jewellery, Books, Furniture, &c., to be included in their week sales. 
the first of which will take wa on Tuesday, June 4, and afterwards on 
Wednesday in each week.—Terms may be had at their Rovms, 7, 
Argyll-street, Regent-street, or at their Offices, 19, Brook-street, W. 


ae and TRUSTEES, having SILVER, 
PLATE, WATCHES, Jewellery, China, Glass, Paintings, 

Bronzes, Books, Wearing Apparel, Merchandise, Trade Stocks, &c., &e,, 
to DISPOSE OF, will find the ‘* West-end Auction Mart” the best 
mediam for realising, it being centrally situated, and replete with every 
convenience for the better display of property. Advances prior to sales, 
Valuations made for all purposes.—W. HicxinsotHaM & Sons, Prc- 
prietors, 8 and 9, Upper St. Martin’s-lane, W.C. 


\ 4 ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER’S 
i LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landes Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 
Quarters, Furms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 
Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Particulars for inser- 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 











In Chancery: ‘‘ Sutcliff v. Hoyland.’’—Essex, in the rich Valley of 
the Lea, on the borders of Herts, about a mile and a half and three 
miles respectively from Broxbourne and Waltham Stations, and only 
16 miles from London. An excellent Freehold Estate, known as 
Upper Langridge and Lower Langridge, situate in the parishes of 
Waltham, Holy Cross, and Nazing, and corsisting of about 195 acres 
of first-class land, of which a large portion is in prime old prod herd 
meadows on the margin of the River Lea, with a frontage also to the 
Lea navigation, whereby facilities are afforded for the transit of pro- 
duce and manures; the remainder consists of upland pasture and 
about 32 acres of fertile arable. There is a neat farmhouse, with 
ample buildings, cottage, &c., and the whele is in the occupation of 
Mr. James Taylor, under a lease which may be determined at Michael. 
mas, 1876, or wil! ecpire at Michaelmas, 1883, at the reasonable rent of 
£532 per annum, the lessee paying the moderate tithes and all other 
outgoings except the land tax of about £30 a year, the landlords find- 
ing rough materia's for repairs, the net yearly income thus being 
nearly £500. This estate is worthy the attention of Trustees and 
others who desire a safe investment in land, as its position and excel- 
lent quality afford the best assurance for present income, whilst a 
higher prospective value may no doubt be looked for, inasmuch as the 
farm is well within the circle influenced by the London markets, and 
before many years have elapsed much of the estate will probably 
realise a more important income for market gardens, 

| pdb TEWSON (of the firm of Debenham, 

Tewson & Farmer), the person appointed by the Vice-Chan- 
ceilor Sir Richard Malins, the judge te whose Court this cause is 
attached, pursuant to a decree thereon dated the 27th July, 1871, is 
instructed to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, near the Bank of 

England, in the City of London, on TUESDAY, JULY 9th, at TWO, in 

One Lot, the above-named important and valuable FREEHOLD ESTATE, 
Particulars, with plans and conditions of sale, may in due course be 

had, free of charge, of 

Mr. F. W. BLAKE, solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; of 
Messrs. DOBINSON & GEARE, solicitors, 57, Lincoln’s- -inn- fields ; 
at the place of sale; and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside, 


’ ELBY PUGIN’S GOTHIC FURNITURE.— 
Forniture similar to that supplied to the Granville Hote), from 


the designs of 

E. WELBY PUGIN, E 
Can be obtained on : aoutieenon to Messrs. Joun Worshty & Co., Vic- 
toria-street, Belgravia. N.B.—Estimates given for furnishing houses 


complete in the Gothic style. 
PARTRIDGE AND OCOOPER 


WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS, 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 

Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding <Us 
Daarr Pares, 4s. 6d., 68.,78., 78. 9d., and 98. per ream, 
Batre Paves, |3s. 6d., 178. 6d. and 23s, 6d, A ream, 
Foo.scaP Paren, 10s. 6d., 138.6d.,and 18s. 6d, per ream, 
Cugam-Laip Nore, 38.,48., and 5s, per ream, 
Lagos CazaM Latp Norse, 4s,,68.,and 7s. per ream, 
Lanoe Buive Note, 3s.,, 48., and 68, per ream, 
Envecores, Cream O& BLOB, 36, 6d., 48, 6d., and 64, fd. per 1°06. 
Tae“ Temvce” Envevore, extra secure, ue bang per 1000, 
Foo.ecar Orriotan Enverores, Is, 6d. per | 
Pantaipon & Cooren’s Vettum Wove use Hover Nors, 9s. 6d per 

ream. 

We can honestly recommend it, To lawyers, whose writing should 
boeoans distinct as possible, this paper will be particularly acceptable,”— 

w Times 
(spewrcas ge Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s, each, 23s, per dos., 
Os. per roll, 

Secomps on ¥oLLowens, Ruled, 1s, 64, each, 199, per dozen ,90s. per roll. 
Rxconps on Memoniats, 64, each, bs. 64. por dozen, 

Lepouss, Day Pin Casu Booxs, Larrexn om Minute Boose, 

An immense stock in various bindings, 

Ittvereaten, Paice Lier of 5 mma Postage Scales, Copying 

reset, Writing Canes, tch Boxes, Vak and Walnut Stationery 
Gabinete, and other useful articles udapated for Library or Uttca use, 
post free. 











